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The Rock Complex Vodna – Tumno near Tabachka. An Archaeological Survey 
 

Chapter I. Physical-geographic and historical notes (p. 7-11) 
 The small village of Tabachka is situated in the middle, most impressive and 
picturesque part of the Cherni Lom River canyon. It lies at a distance of some 25 km from the 
district centre Rousse. The village has been in existence for about 200 years. Tabachka was 
founded at a place which had not been inhabited during the earlier centuries of the Ottoman 
domination. However, a part of the village territory and its near surroundings were dwelt in 
during the previous historical periods. Three ancient settlements of not exactly specified 
chronology have been registered near Tabachka until now. One of those is situated south-
westwards from the village, in the locality called Pasha Lom on the right bank of the Cherni 
Lom River. Another settlement, most probably from the Middle Ages, existed in the locality 
called Softa yurt to the south from Tabachka, on the southern slope of a rocky peninsula. 
Judging by stray finds of Hellenistic, Roman and Byzantine coins, it has been suggested that a 
part of the village territory was also inhabited in the Antiquity and the Middle Ages. There is 
evidence of human presence in the past in six caves in the vicinity of Tabachka. The rock 
complex of two nearby caves called Vodna and Tumno is of particular interest. The preserved 
graffiti-inscriptions and rock cuttings in them, the archaeological material and the related 
folklore legends witness to a millennial religious and ritual-magic tradition, from the remote 
past until modern times. 
 

Chapter II. Studies and publications (p. 12-19) 
 The rock complex Vodna – Tumno is situated about 1 km south-eastwards from 
Tabachka by airline. It is shaped by nature in the left bank of the Cherni Lom River canyon, 
in the locality called Vodna Kanara (Water Cliff). The rock wall rises here to a height of 80 m 
above the river level. The slope is terrace-like. The two most clearly discerned terraces are at 
heights of about 34-35 and 40 m respectively. The caves lie at the level of the upper terrace. 
The natural and only possible (without special equipment) access to them is from the east-
south-east, by means of a 400 m long narrow and sinuous pathway, which follows the upper 
one of the above-mentioned two terraces.  
 Vodna (Water Cave) is a niche-like cave of great size, with a widely open entrance. 
Tumno (Dark Cave) is a long and narrow corridor-like cave. It is situated about 60 m to the 
west-north-west from Vodna. 
 The first description of both caves, with special regard to the archaeological remains in 
them, was made by K. Škorpil in the end of the 19th century. That information has continued 
to be authoritative for more than 100 years. The later publications added almost nothing to the 
knowledge about the site. The recent ethnological survey among the local population shows 
that the rock complex is still considered a sacred place. 
 Two visits to the site (in April 2002 and January 2005) convinced the author of these 
lines in the large scientific prospects of a future archaeological study of the site. The 
expedition was organized in the summer of 2005. It was financed by the National Institute of 
Archaeology with Museum and logistically supported by the Regional Museum of History in 
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Rousse. The expedition was directed by Associate Professor Sergey Torbatov (NIAM). The 
scientific team consisted of specialists in different fields of archaeology as well as closely 
specialized technical personnel. The list of examined objects included the caves Vodna and 
Tumno, three rock shelters, two rock cells and the remains of building conventionally called 
Roofed terrace. Trenches were set only in Vodna cave and rock shelters B and C, because 
there was no soil layer at the other places. Two later visits to the site (in April and October 
2006) brought important new evidence. 
 

Chapter III. Findings of the archaeological survey. 1. Field findings, stratigraphy and 
chronology (p. 21-50) 

Vodna cave. This cave is the main component of the rock complex. It has 
approximately semi-circular plan and is open to the south-west. It is 50 m wide and about 24 
m deep. The surface along the walls is rocky and comparatively flat. There is a heaping of 
huge formless stone blocks in the central part of the cave. A basin-like altar is cut in one of 
them. A spring spouts out from the wall in the middle of the inner part of the cave. The rock is 
diligently cut around the spring and a shallow square basin is shaped in the floor beneath it. 
 Four trenches (α, β, γ, and δ) were set in the cave in order to get comprehensive 
evidence about the time and conditions of human presence in it in the past. The soil layer 
varied in thickness from 0,00 to 1,40 m. It turned out that the structure of cultural 
stratification had been totally destroyed in more recent times, due to repeated digging and 
scraping. The archaeological finds consist mainly of pottery shreds which belong to different 
historical periods: the Chalcolithic, the Late Iron Age, the Roman and Late Roman period, the 
Second Bulgarian Kingdom and the Late Ottoman period. 
 The following structures or remains of structures were discovered in the course of 
excavation: a rock-cut medieval grave; two medieval wooden buildings set against the eastern 
wall of the cave; a fireplace; an oval-shaped cutting in the rocky floor and two rock-cut stairs 
of unknown dating. Two natural pot-holes were also cleaned up. One of them seems to have 
been additionally shaped in the past for unknown purpose. A strange heaping of pieces of 
prehistoric clay plaster was registered just next to the south from the group of huge formless 
stone blocks. The pieces considerably vary in size and structure and obviously come from 
different constructions or installations. It must be pointed out that no artefacts of the kind 
were found anywhere in the excavated parts of the cave. 

The study of the preserved graffiti-inscriptions on the cave walls gave a chance to 
discover unknown ones and to make certain corrections in the reading of others. 

Tumno cave.  The cave entrance is situated some 3 m above the terrace level. Two 
rooms were artificially hewn in the outer part of the cave. The first one is of irregular plan, 
with maximum dimensions 3,50 x 5,80 m. An altar niche was cut in its eastern wall. The room 
served as a monastic cell in the Middle Ages. The other room is much smaller and is situated 
to the inside. From there on the cave resembles a long and narrow corridor, which was 
investigated to a distance of some 40 m. A spring spouted in the past in the innermost part of 
the cave and gave beginning to a stream which flew out of it. A big basin was artificially cut 
in the rocky floor along the course of that stream, just between both described rooms. 
 The pottery collected in the inner part of the cave dates to the Chalcolithic, the time of 
the Second Bulgarian Kingdom and the Late Ottoman period. 

Rock shelter A. It is situated immediately above Vodna cave and resembles its 
configuration. Its plan is crescent-shaped. The shelter is some 40 m long, up to 5,50 m wide 
and more than 4 m high. A staircase cut in the rock wall to the west of the shelter once gave 
access to it from the lower terrace. The staircase is now almost completely destroyed by 
erosion. There are remains of rooms, partially cut in the rock and partially built of timber, in 
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the shelter. No graffiti were registered. Despite the lack of archaeological finds, numerous 
parallels give grounds to identify the site with a part of a small medieval monastery.  

Rock shelter B. It is situated on the lower rocky terrace, about 25 m south-westwards 
from Vodna cave. The shelter is of irregular semi-circular plan. It is 14,40 m long, 4,50 m 
wide and up to 2,60 m high. No remains of a closing construction were registered. A small 
trench was set in the shelter, but no stratigraphy was established. The pottery finds date to the 
Chalcolithic, the Late Roman period, the time of the Second Bulgarian Kingdom and the Late 
Ottoman period. 

Rock shelter C. This shelter lies at one and the same level with Vodna cave and is 
situated some 105 m to the east-south-east from it. Its plan resembles a trapezium, with 
maximum length of 12 m and width of about 5 m. It consists of two uneven parts, only the 
bigger western one of which is proper for habitation. No remains of a closing construction 
were registered here, too. The trench set in the shelter yielded some pottery, almost entirely 
from the time of the Second Bulgarian Kingdom and the Late Ottoman period. 

Roofed terrace. The examination of the terrace south-eastwards from rock shelter C 
proved that it had been artificially widened in the past by cutting off parts of the vertical rock 
wall. The sockets for wooden beams in the floor give an opportunity to establish the 
dimensions of the construction which had been erected here in the past. It was 15,50 m long 
and 3,80 m wide and must have been a two-storeyed one. 

Rock cell A. The cell is situated 33 m south-westwards from Vodna cave, at a height 
of 3,60 m above the terrace level. It is a natural cavity which was additionally worked up. The 
cell has irregular outlines, with maximum dimensions 3,72 x 3,44 m. The cell is identified 
with a medieval dwelling of a monk. No archaeological materials were found in it, but there 
are two graffiti-drawings and other incised symbols and letters on its walls. The drawing on 
the western wall represents a three-section candlestick, which most probably symbolizes the 
Holy Trinity. It is synchronous with the habitation of the cell and may be dated to the 14th 
century. The other drawing (on the south-eastern wall) pictures a monk and dates from later 
times, most probably from the earlier period of Ottoman domination. 

Rock cell B. It is situated about 145 m south-eastwards from Vodna cave, at a height 
of almost 5 m above the terrace level. This cell is also a natural cavity with traces of 
additional working. It has an irregular plan, 3,40 x 2,20 m. Similar to the above-described 
one, rock cell B was also used as a dwelling by a monk in the Middle Ages. There are two 
groups of graffiti on the rock wall beneath the entrance of the cell. One of them consists of 
four Christian symbols and letters, and the other represents a monk. Parallels from other sites 
give grounds for a dating to the 14th century. 
 

Chapter IV. Cultural and historical interpretation (p. 90-103) 
The rock complex Vodna – Tumno is an aggregate of different by kind, shape and size 

Karst formations. The traces of artificial working up and the specific rock-cut installations all 
over the complex prove that these natural formations were adapted to serve particular 
functions in the past. The archaeological material registers human presence here from the 
Early Chalcolithic until the Late Ottoman period. Phases of habitation and long periods of 
hiatus succeeded each other through the millennia.  

The earliest materials belong to Vidra phase of the Early Chalcolithic Bojan culture. 
The site is considered to have served in those times as a short-lived temporary refuge. 
Although rather trustworthy, this hypothesis does not explain satisfactorily some of the 
archaeological establishments: the lack of pieces of clay plaster from wattle fences (i.e. 
building remains) all over the excavated area within Vodna cave; the finding of all the 
materials of that kind heaped up at one and the same place (with area less than 1 square 
metre); the unusually small amount of flint blades; the presence among the finds of a small 
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basalt adze of extremely high quality with no use-wear traces; the presence of Chalcolithic 
pottery in the innermost part of Tumno cave, which is and has always been completely not fit 
for residential purpose. All these facts give grounds to suggest that the site was used for cult 
rather than residential purposes already during the Chalcolithic. The rock complex Vodna – 
Tumno possesses all the formal signs considered by the investigators typical attributes of the 
earliest rock shrines: isolated position, difficult access, presence of unusual natural 
formations, water springs etc. The heaping of huge formless stone blocks in the central part of 
Vodna cave is not a natural formation but a result of purposive human activity, which might 
well be dated back to prehistoric times. If the site was a shrine, that heaping surely must have 
been the central altar. Both natural pot-holes in Vodna cave contained considerable amount of 
Chalcolithic pottery in their lower parts, which suggests that they might have been used as 
ritual pits. Rock shrines and sacred caves were usually connected by the earliest religious 
doctrines with the Great Mother-Goddess. 
 The deposition of a hollow bronze axe in a rock pit in the terrace beneath rock cell A 
proves that the site was not only visited, but also used for cult purposes by the local 
population during the Late Bronze Age. The lack of any other synchronous finds does not 
permit to establish precisely the place and role of the rock complex in the religious life in 
those times. 
 The functioning of the rock shrine in Vodna cave in the Antiquity is beyond doubt. 
The nearby Tumno cave seems to have been an integral part of the cult complex. According to 
the archaeological material, its rise (or maybe re-activation?) must be dated to the Late Iron 
Age. The shrine continued functioning uninterruptedly in the Roman period, when it reached 
the peak in its development. The coin finds show that the site still attracted many visitors in 
the late-4th and maybe even in the early-5th century, i.e. long after Christianity was 
proclaimed an official religion of the Roman Empire.  

The rock complex Vodna – Tumno is one of the few definitely evidenced Thracian 
cave shrines within the territory of Bulgaria. That is already a strong argument in itself to 
place its interpretation mainly within the circle of ancient chthonic beliefs. Neither the 
archaeological material, nor the later inscriptions give however positive information about the 
esteemed deity/deities in the shrine. Nevertheless, judging by other similar sites, the ritual 
practices seem to have been concentrated on the age-old ideas connected with the cult of the 
Great Mother-Goddess and her mail correlate/paredros.  

After a long period of desolation, the site was re-settled in the 13th or 14th century by 
a monastic community, which established here a small rock monastery. The monastery 
complex consisted of a wooden chapel (built within Vodna cave), a compact residential block 
(in rock shelter A), three hermit cells (rock cells A and B and the outer room in Tumno cave), 
four structures of unknown, maybe economic or warehouse purpose (in rock shelters B and C, 
in Vodna cave next to the chapel and the so-called Roofed terrace) and a small necropolis in 
Vodna cave, northwards from the chapel. The monastery functioned until the end of the 14th 
or maybe the beginning of the 15th century. 

The last phase of human presence in the rock complex Vodna – Tumno refers to the 
Late Ottoman period, when Vodna cave was turned into a sheep-pen. Except for sheep-
breeding, the cave was also used for other economic activities, like for example lime 
production. There are traces of sulphur extraction at certain places in Tumno cave. Again in 
those times, the spring water in both caves gained great popularity all over the region for its 
curative qualities. That seems to be an echo of the preserved memory about the sacred nature 
of the site, kept through the ages in the local verbal tradition. 
 

* * * 
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І-2 
И. Христов, С. Торбатов, Б. Иванова, С. Иванов, Л. Нинов. Светилище на Тракийския 
конник край Состра. Издателство Unicart, София, 2013, 264 с. (билингва) (ISBN 978-954-
2953-23-4). 
 

Chapter VI. Inscriptions (pp. 119-140) 
 

 The written messages preserved on a part of the votive sculpture are of essential 
importance for clarifying the aspects of the cult revered in the sanctuary near Sostra. Although 
nominally related to the category of epigraphic material, no useful information can be 
extracted from two of the monuments. Remains of Greek and Latin inscriptions have been 
preserved on a total of 10 of the votive monuments from the sanctuary that have reached us. 
 The name of the deity to whom the respective monument is dedicated is preserved in 
only 4 of the inscriptions. In three of them the addressee is the Thracian Horseman, whose 
name is given in different variants, in one of the cases the syncretized character Apollo Heros 
is mentioned. Names of devotees are present in 6 of the inscriptions. A total of 5 dedication 
formulas have been attested, all of them well known from the Greek and Latin epigraphic 
monuments. 
 Only two of the inscriptions contain textual arguments for refining the dating, 
according to which one refers to the first half of the 3rd century and the other to the third 
quarter of the 3rd century. The proposed dating for the others is based exclusively on 
palaeographic criteria. Most of the inscriptions are generally related to the first half of the 3rd 
century, with nuances at the beginning of the century or the era of the North. An earlier dating 
is allowed for a monument - in the second half or the last quarter of the 2nd century, without 
excluding the possibility of referring to the 3rd century in general. 
 

Chapter VII. Coins (pp. 141-188) 
 
 A total of 66 Roman and Late Roman coins were found during the survey. All of them 
should be considered as donations. Most of the coins are badly worn, which testifies to their 
long-term participation in the money circulation before the moment of their deposit. 
 The coin material from the sanctuary is presented and analyzed in two chronological 
sections. The first of these, marked "Roman Coins", includes the output of the central imperial 
mints and several provincial city governments from the era of the Principle, and the second, 
"Late Roman coins" - issues from the era of the Dominate. 
 Coinage from the era of the Principate is represented by 28 specimens, unevenly 
distributed over the period from the second quarter of the 2nd century to the last quarter of the 
3rd century. The earliest dated coin (cat. № 1) was struck in AD 139, but judging by in terms 
of wear and tear on its surface, it was hardly deposited before the middle of the 2nd century. 
 The coins from the Dominate era are a total of 38 in number and refer to different 
denominations inherent in the late Roman coinage. In chronological terms, their issuance falls 
in the period from AD 294 to 408. 
 The dating and the degree of wear of the earliest specimens outline the middle of the 
2nd century as the most probable time for the occurrence of the sanctuary. The coin material 
from the sanctuary outlines normal functioning until the middle of the 3rd century. As for the 
composition of the monetary environment during this period, the bronze issues of the city 
governments occupy a significant place in it. The most numerous are those of Nicopolis ad 
Istrum, followed by Marcianopolis, which stands out as a characteristic feature of the 
circulating flow in the area. The relatively large presence of coin production of Thracian 
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mints is easily explained by the location of the sanctuary near the most direct and intensively 
used in the 2nd-3rd century road connection between Lower Moesia and Thrace. 
 The clear hiatus in the monetary environment, spanning the period from the end of 
Gordian III's reign to that of Gallienus, coincides with the massive Gothic invasions of the 
mid-3rd century, which significantly affected this area, perhaps even leading to a temporary 
exit from functional suitability of the Sostra military camp. The sanctuary apparently shares 
the fate of the nearby fort. Judging by the coin material, not long after that, at the latest in 
Gallienus' time, the cult object was restored and is in operation again. From then on, the coin 
series continued without drastic interruptions until the beginning of the 5th century. 
 Neither the stratigraphic position nor the spatial location of the coin finds can give an 
unambiguous answer to the question of how long the normal cultic activity in the sanctuary 
near Sostra lasts and how long the secret worship of the zealous pagans before its remains 
begins. Here is the place to remember that in AD 346 Constantius II issued an edict 
announcing the closure of all pagan temples in the Roman Empire, and the short "breath of 
air" for dissenters during the reign of Julian II never succeeded in reversing the course of the 
story. It is unlikely that the pagan sanctuary survived the end of the sixth / first third of the 
seventh decade of the fourth century. And another very significant fact: in the second half of 
the fourth century, and perhaps just at that time, again along the route of the road Escus - 
Philippopolis and again about 750 m from the fort Sostra, but this time southeast of it, an 
early Christian one-nave church was built, which functioned until the Hun invasions in the 
first half of the 5th century. 
 

Chapter IX. Small finds (pp. 201-227) 
 
 The small finds from the sanctuary include a total of 38 objects. None of them has any 
data that it was part of the sanctuary cult inventory, so they should all be included in the other 
two main categories. 
 In general, gifts in ancient sanctuaries are usually divided into two main categories: 
objects specially designed for religious rites, and those used in everyday life and in people's 
economic activities. To the finds with utilitarian-functional character belong 20 objects of 
three different types. In addition to the monuments of votive sculpture, 18 of the small finds 
can be included in the group of gifts from the sanctuary near Sostra. In terms of species, they 
are divided into 4 subgroups - weapons, ornaments, keys and miscellaneous. 
 The very versatile divine nature of the Thracian Horseman and the many local nuances 
in the confession of his cult quite naturally suggest a great variety of the votive gifts offered to 
him. This is evidenced by the material from the sanctuary near Sostra, despite its small 
number. Only 4 of the finds can be assigned to the category of objects of cult character - the 
two spearheads, the wheel of a miniature model of a chariot and the ceramic pool. All others 
are strongly utilitarian. Among them, the Saurotera and the elements of military equipment 
deserve special attention, which are a sure indication that there were (quite a few) Roman 
soldiers among the visitors of the sanctuary. In addition, it should be noted that among the 
gifts with a definite date there are no ones that are later than the middle/third quarter of the 
3rd century, which means that here - like most of the sanctuaries studied so far in the 
Bulgarian lands, votive offerings in the Late Roman period were mainly in the form of coins. 

 

* * * 

 

І-3 
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Х. Тодорова, К. Йорданов, В. Велков, С. Торбатов. История на Добруджа. Том 1 
(второ, преработено и допълнено издание). Издателство Faber. Велико Търново, 2011 
(излязла от печат през 2014 г.) (ISBN 978-619-00-0089-1). 

ADDENDUM 2. Dobrudzha in the administrative and military system of the Roman 
Empire during the Principate (pp. 243-258) 

 Territorial administration. The accession of Dobrudzha to the administrative system 
of the Roman Empire is directly related to the stages in the establishment of Roman rule and 
the provincialization of the eastern borders of the Balkan Peninsula. The Greek colonies on 
the Dobrudzha sea coast were the first to enter the study area in the political sphere of Rome. 
A military prefecture was originally organized in the conquered lands south of the Danube. 
Immediately after the founding of the province of Moesia, perhaps as early as 12 AD or soon 
after, the Greek colonies on the West Pontic coast were transferred to her legate. The southern 
border and the peculiarities in the organization of the new members after 45 AD to Moesia 
lands are not definitively established. It is assumed that even then, as a reminiscence of their 
previous situation, the geographical term Ripa Thraciae was established for their designation. 
On the basis of indirect indications, it is assumed that the prefecture built in the eastern part of 
Moesia was of the type of the so-called praefecturae riparum (coastal prefectures), which was 
a specific organizational form for the protection of the river borders of the Roman Empire. 
linear defense in the form of classical limes and characteristic of the time before the rule of 
the Flavians. The questions about the route of its southern border and whether the prefecture 
included the entire territory of present-day Dobrogea, as is usually claimed, are discussed in 
detail in the exposition. 
 The time of Emperor Vespasian marked the end of the process of adaptation to the 
imperial provincial standards of the so-called ripa Thraciae, which joined Moesia. It was then, 
during the first half of his reign, that a well-thought-out deployment of permanent military 
garrisons along the Danube bank east of the Yantra River was undertaken. section. 
 Given the marked agrarian appearance of the area, the affiliation of the interior of 
South Dobrudzha to Thrace eventually until the administrative reform of AD 193 suggests the 
preservation until late in these places of the archaic territorial organization typical of the 
period before the urbanization of the province. It is well known that after the incorporation of 
Thrace into the structure of the Roman Empire and the organization of classical urban life 
under Emperor Trajan, the institution of strategies inherited from the period of late Hellenism 
was preserved for the management of provincial life. Their number was changed in the 1st-
2nd century AD, and their final abolition dates back to the end of Hadrian's reign. The lands 
in the interior of Southern Dobrudzha, which for at least some time belonged to the province 
of Thrace, are supposed to have been distributed among several rural civitates and tribal 
territories. 
 Military organization. Until the liquidation of the Thracian Kingdom in 45-46 AD, 
the territory of Dobrudzha, as part of it, was probably under the authority of one or more royal 
strategists who combined civil and military functions. The presence of Thracian garrisons has 
so far been attested only along the Danube bank (in Troesmis and Aegyssos), but it is possible 
that such were also housed in key places in the interior of the district. 
 The characteristics of the Roman military presence in Dobrudzha for a period of about 
half a century after the accession of the so-called ripa Thraciae to Moesia are very unclear. 
One can only assume that the Moesian navy played a particularly active and probably decisive 
role in the protection of the Danube border during the existence of a coastal prefecture here. 
Recently, it has been assumed that the naval units stationed earlier on the Danube were 
transformed into an independent organizational structure at the same time as the creation of 
the province of Moesia. 
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 During the reign of Emperor Trajan, in the course of preparations for his Dacian wars 
and especially in the stabilization period after their completion, the Limes on the Dobrudzha 
Danube bank acquired a generally finished appearance. So far, there are no reliable data on 
the permanent camp of auxiliary troops in the interior of Dobrudzha throughout the era of the 
Principle. 
 The thesis of a tangible Roman military presence in the 2nd and 3rd centuries in the 
Greek cities on the West Pontic coast is often replicated in scientific literature. The high 
concentration of fortified sites on the Dobrudzha coast, although the vast majority of them 
date only to late antiquity, has suggested that here in the era of the Principate was built and 
operated a special defense system for coastal protection. Undoubtedly accepting its existence, 
some researchers find it more accurate to characterize the defense system in question as a 
litus. 
 In the absence of a coastal road in the true sense of the word and a permanent and 
ubiquitous presence of tactical military units, and even more - in the presence of only three 
secure fortified centers along the coast from the Danube Delta to today's Bulgarian-Romanian 
border (Histria, Tomis and Callatis), the claim that there was a specific coastal protection 
system here during the Roman era should be considered completely unfounded. The wording 
"Western Pontic Limes" is completely unacceptable not only from the point of view of the 
traditional but also of the modern interpretation of the term limes, which convincingly proves 
that from the end of the 1st to the end of the 3rd century it was a standard designation for any 
land border. of the Roman Empire, without implying the presence or absence of any specific 
infrastructure. 
 

ADDENDUM 3. Development of the settlement system in Dobrudzha during the 
Principate (pp. 265-271) 

 When Dobrudzha was included in the Roman Empire, the Romans found here a rather 
strangely organized settlement system, emphatically concentrated on the Danube and sea 
shores and in their nearby hinterland. The analysis of the archeological data shows a drastic 
depopulation of the interior of the region in the 2nd-1st century BC, which is especially 
characteristic of the territory of South Dobrudzha. The depopulation of the interior can be 
satisfactorily explained by a powerful wave of migration of the local population to the Getae 
ethnic territory along and mainly north of the Danube. 
 The rapid development of the settlement system in the first and third centuries 
contrasts sharply with the above-described picture of almost extinct settlement life in the 
region on the eve of the Roman conquest. It is even more paradoxical that this is accompanied 
by an unexpected and ubiquitous renaissance of a number of rudimentary features, inherent in 
the spiritual and material culture of the autochthonous population from the 1st millennium 
BC, which are expressed primarily in ceramic production, funeral customs and cult practices. 
If the cult places are excluded, the topographic coincidences are very rare, and there is no 
proven continuity in them. The presented phenomena are inexplicable from the point of view 
of the mechanisms of the natural demographic development, but only with the influx of a 
large number of settlers, ethnically homogeneous to the indigenous population. This agrees 
well with the information undertaken by the Roman authorities in the 1st century AD large-
scale targeted deportations to the desolate lands south of the river of the Transdanubian 
population with undoubted belonging to the Geto-Dacian (also called North Thracian) ethnic 
massif. It is very probable that such events were carried out for military-strategic reasons at 
the beginning of the 2nd century, during the Dacian Wars of Emperor Trajan and during the 
evacuation of the Roman garrisons from Eastern Wallachia at the beginning of Hadrian's 
reign. It is with these new settlers that the formation of the appearance of the settlement 
system in South Dobrudzha during the echo of the Principate is connected, and their ethnic 



 9 

preservation, due to their long existence in a homogeneous environment, is given the 
seemingly strange resuscitation of the ancient Getae traditions. region. 
 The theses of limited urbanization and superficial Romanization, covering a narrow 
circle of the ruling class, are not unfounded and truthfully reflect the picture of village life 
during the Roman era in South Dobrudja. However, they are clearly inapplicable to the 
northern half of the region, where intensive urban life is registered, including in addition to 
the old Greek polises (Istros, Tomis and Callatis) and at least three newly established 
municipalities (Noviodunum, Troesmis and Tropaeum Traiani), and the overall organization 
of the settlement structure is characterized by a typical Roman appearance. 
 

ADDENDUM 4. Dobrudzha in the administrative and military organisation of the 
Roman Empire during the Late Antiquity (с. 307-321) 

 The severe socio-economic crisis, accompanied by prolonged periods of political 
instability and frequent outbursts of military anarchy, as well as the constant and ever-
increasing pressure from the barbarian periphery, deeply upset the state foundations of the 
Roman Empire in the third century. begins a qualitatively new period in Roman history, 
referred to in historiography (according to the title adopted by the rulers dominus) as the "Age 
of Dominate". Given the need to cover everywhere and closely monitor the development of 
the Reformation processes, in AD 286 Diocletian appointed his co-ruler for the western half 
of the Roman Empire, who received an equal rank (augustus). In AD 293, each Augustus 
received an assistant with the rank of caesar. Thus was formed the specific for the end of the 
3rd and the beginning of the 4th century model of government, known as "tetrarchy", in 
which the supreme power was divided between four incompletely equal persons. Through 
territorial fragmentation, the number of provinces was reduced to about 100, which in turn 
were united into 12 dioeceses. 
 The province of Scythia owes its origin to Diocletian's administrative reform. Scythia 
belonged to the diocese of Thrace (dioecesis Thracia), which was part of the Eastern 
Prefecture (praefectura Oriens). Scythia covered the northeastern borders of the former 
province of Lower Moesia, the rest of whose territory was transformed into a new province, 
which at first seemed to retain the old name, but was later renamed Second Moesia. 
 The western and northern borders of the newly established province of Scythia were 
the lower reaches of the Danube and the Danube Delta, and to the east it bordered the water 
expanse of the Euxine Pontus. To the southwest of Scythia was the Second Moesia. In late 
antiquity, the territory of Dobrudzha was identified grosso modo with the province of Scythia, 
whose geographical location largely determined the further development of its historical 
destiny. 
 Emperor Constantine I should rightly be considered the true founder of the late Roman 
military organization, as a result of whose energetic actions the model finally crystallized and 
was institutionalized. It is assumed that the process of differentiation of the military potential 
of the Roman Empire into two approximately equal components was generally carried out in 
the period 311-325. One part - limitanei (riparienses, ripenses), acquired a markedly 
stationary character. It was located on the borders of the empire and was charged with their 
protection. Compared to the period of the First Tetrarchy, the number of military contingents 
directly involved in the protection of state borders was greatly reduced, as it was by 
withdrawing significant human potential from the legions and transforming many auxiliary 
units stationed at the borders. units constituting the military reserve and the operational field 
army of the Roman Empire - Sacer Comitatus (Sacer Palatium). As each limitanei military 
unit was directly engaged only in guarding and defending a specific section of the border, the 
performance of all other tasks and missions requiring military participation or presence in the 
interior of the provinces was entirely the responsibility of the comitatenses. 
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 With the establishment of the Sacer Comitatus in Constantinople, and especially after 
the introduction, perhaps even then or under the successors of Constantine I, of the regional 
military command for the diocese of Thrace, the prerogatives of the Duke of Scythia seemed 
to be considerably curtailed, leaving only the Danube provincial border and housed along its 
limitanei. 
 A series of failures in grueling struggles with various barbarian tribes led to the 
physical destruction or disbandment of the majority of the limitanei military units. Due to the 
depletion of the human resources of the Empire, the attempts of Emperor Theodosius I and his 
successors to restore the previous model of military organization through relocation or the 
formation of new military units on the Roman model failed. The way out of the critical 
situation was found in the mass recruitment of mercenaries and federates from among the 
barbarian encirclement, as well as in the creation of a special category of paramilitary 
population, which was specifically called to serve the fortification infrastructure in the border 
area for land compensation. Although given the traditional name limitanei, this population 
was nothing more than a militia. The real military force that the Roman Empire had in the 
province of Scythia from the first half of the 5th century onwards were the units of the Sacer 
Comitatus stationed there. Officially engaged in the defense of a particular point and acting 
inside and beyond the imperial frontier, the mobile units were able to effectively counter any 
attacker, while liaising and interacting between the fortified sites on the Danube bank and 
inland. The new situation would have justified the need to reorganize the provincial military 
command in Scythia. In AD 492 Emperor Anastasius issued a special law subordinating the 
comitatenses stationed in the eastern border provinces to the respective dukes, which is 
documented as an established practice in the 6th century. in the province of Scythia during the 
early Byzantine period. It continued to function with varying degrees of success until the end 
of the 6th/beginning of the 7th century. 
 Although the Empire nominally retained its sovereignty over the province of Scythia 
until the permanent establishment of the Asparuh’s Bulgarians south of the Danube, after the 
devastating Avar-Slavic attacks of the late-6th and early-7th centuries, there was no reason to 
allow a permanent the presence of any organized military force within its territory. 
 

ADDENDUM 5. Development of the settlement’s structure in Dobrudzha during the 
Late Antiquity (с. 333-341) 

 The massive invasions of the middle and third quarters of the third century clearly 
showed that there were no longer "safe" and untouchable provinces in the Roman Empire. In 
response to this, from the second half of the century intensive fortification construction took 
place throughout the Empire. In the development of the settlement structure in Dobrogea in 
late antiquity, two main periods can be distinguished. The conditional boundary between them 
should be taken to be the middle of the 5th century. 
 During the first period, the unfortified forms of settlement life (villages and villas) not 
only were preserved, but also continued to dominate the organizational appearance of the 
settlement system. Specifically for the territory of South Dobrudzha, in the 4th century there 
was even a boom in this direction, which is expressed both in the recovery of the vast 
majority of victims in the third quarter of the 3rd century and in the emergence of new 
unfortified settlements. 
 The second major period in the development of the settlement structure in Dobrudzha 
in late antiquity was characterized by the concentration of life in a limited number of existing 
or newly built fortified centers, which became a natural collector of the heavily thinned rural 
population due to Gothic and Hun invasions. In general, their number was several times lower 
than the number of unfortified agricultural settlements from 1st-4th century. However, their 
quantitative increase compared to the previous period was only rarely due to new fortification 
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construction, and most often due to functional-typological transformation of the former 
military camps and military-police fortifications in fortified forms of settlement life. 
 According to the information available at the moment, at the beginning of late 
antiquity there were eight settlements within Dobrogea, having urban status since the era of 
the Principate. Four of them (Tropaeum Traiani, Durostorum, Troesmis and Noviodunum) 
had a Roman structure and municipal rank, obtained at different times in the 2nd-3rd century, 
Callatis and Dionysopolis. The actual status of the settlements in the region, noted by 
Claudius Ptolemy as "polis" (πόλεις), cannot be considered definitively clarified, but it is 
generally assumed that they are the heirs of more significant old Getic centres. Most of them 
later really received urban dignity. In addition to the old and transformed from former military 
camps, at the beginning of the reign of Emperor Justinian I in the territory of Dobrudzha were 
officially certified three other cities - Acres, Zaldapa and Constantiniana. The same category 
with a high dose of probability should include Bisone, Timum (Balgarevo, Dobrich region) 
and Palmata(e) (Onogur, Dobrich region), explicitly mentioned by the Anonymous 
Cosmographer of Ravenna as civitates. The case of Adina (Balik, Dobrich region), whose 
fortified area amounts to about 9.5 ha and many times exceeds that of some of the undisputed 
urban centres, is not clear. On the one hand, Procopius speaks of "innovations" made there by 
Justinian I, but nevertheless notes it as φρούριον. The presence of episcopal seats in 
Transmarisca, Beroe and Salsovia, reflected in the early lists of the Patriarchate of 
Constantinople, is a reason to assume that these settlements probably received the status of 
cities in the 6th century. 
 Along with the authorized and assisted by the authorities civil fortification 
construction, targeting exclusively the centers of emphasized administrative and economic 
importance, in Dobrudzha, as elsewhere in the Roman Empire, another process developed, 
which can be characterized as a defensive initiative of the provincial population. 

 

* * * 

 

І-4 

С. Торбатов. Непознатият римски лимес в България. Част 1. Между реките Вит и 
Осъм. Издателство Faber, Велико Търново, 2021, 240 с. (билингва) (ISBN 978-619-00-
1245-0). 

The Unknown Roman Limes in Bulgaria 
Part 1. Between the Vit and the Osam Rivers 

 
 The modern Danube border of Bulgaria at different times in the period from the 
beginning of the 1st century to the last quarter of the 7th century was an integral part of the 
northern border of the Roman Empire - the so-called Danube Limes. 
 Despite the significant discrepancies with the evidence of the ancient written and 
epigraphic tradition, in modern historiography the term limes has gained wide popularity and 
axiomatic value in the sense of a fortified and defended border with specific, precisely 
planned and built fortification and auxiliary infrastructure related to the military road. 
 Ancient written sources have preserved 54 toponyms, certainly related to the 
infrastructure of the "Bulgarian" section of the Danube Limes: names of road stations along 
the Danube road, legionary camps, camps of auxiliary units, smaller military fortifications, 
late Roman and early Byzantine fortifications. settlements with different legal status. It is 
assumed that some of these toponyms refer to the same objects, which for various reasons 
were later renamed. In particular, it should be noted that almost half of them are not yet 
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clearly localized, and recent research shows that, although generally accepted, the proposed 
identification of some drastically contradicts the ancient written evidence and archaeological 
realities. 
 On the other hand, field trips and archeological excavations have found the remains of 
more than 70 fortified sites on the Danube bank, the dating of the vast majority of which 
certainly or with a very high degree of probability refers to the Roman, late Roman or early 
Byzantine eras. However, the information available on a significant number of them is too 
outdated, incomplete and in many cases incorrect or of dubious scientific value. In addition, 
drastic landscape and hydrological transformations in the Danube coastal area over the last 
hundred years, as well as excessive variations and frequent changes in the local toponymic 
nomenclature, often make it very difficult to use older site-specific data. The above clearly 
shows that the time has come for the currently available information about the Bulgarian 
section of the Roman Danube Limes to be subjected to a detailed field inspection and 
rethinking, with the exception of only 11 sites that were, and most of them continue to be 
study systematically and methodically. 
 According to the author, the reasonable approach to this huge challenge is in the 
preparation of separate critical-analytical studies for separate micro-regions, as well as for 
separate sites and groups of sites. The combination of these studies will be a kind of synthesis 
of the nature, structure and historical development of the Roman Danube Limes within 
Bulgaria, which will be largely devoid of the inherent defects of previous historiography in 
the interpretation of a wide range of interrelated problems. 
 The author has been working purposefully on the realization of the planned scientific 
project since 2014. This paper is the first completed product of the planned series of 
publications. It is based on two already published studies, which, in view of the distance of 
time, are supplemented with up-to-date information and revised according to the project 
concept. Archival geographical and topographic maps, little-known and undeservedly ignored 
old and newer works, as well as satellite images from the last twenty decades have been 
actively used. The field component of the work includes multiple visits to the study area, 
carried out in different annual seasons in the period from 2014 to 2020. 
 Chapter I presents the natural-geographical characteristics of the studied area. The 
section of the Bulgarian Danube shore between the rivers Vit and Osam is 9.6 km long. It 
includes small parts of the estuaries of the two rivers, between which rises a high watershed 
between them. 
 The names of the rivers Vit and Osam appear for the first time in the written tradition 
at the same time, in the same passage from the encyclopedic work of Pliny the Elder 
„Naturalis Historia”, compiled around 77 AD. Both hydronyms are considered to be of 
Thracian origin. 
 Chapter II comments on the situation on the Danube bank between the Vit and Osam 
rivers in the Roman provincial system. The historical events related to the establishment of 
Roman rule in the lands along the Lower Danube and the formation of the province of Moesia 
are briefly traced, reflecting the existing discussion in the scientific literature on these issues. 
Further administrative reorganizations of the territory, part of which is the interfluve of Vit 
and Osam, are also noted. 
 The thesis formulated by H. Feters that the eastern border of the province of Coastal 
Dacia followed the river Vit has dominated the scientific literature for more than 7 decades. 
However, the analysis of the written sources (Notitia Dignitatum, Priscus, Zosimus, Procopius 
of Caesarea) and the archaeological realities (the location of the Sostra castle and the location 
of the late antique fortification complex southeast of Sadovets) convincingly show that the 
eastern border of the province is traced. the course of the Osam River was used, not that of the 
Vit. 



 13

 Chapter III presents the written information about the ancient settlement and 
fortification infrastructure on the Danube bank between the rivers Vit and Osam. The ancient 
written tradition has preserved all three toponyms that are relevant to the studied section of 
the Danube coast. One of them is genetically related to the river name Asamus and is attested 
in various morphological variations and maturity forms, in Latin or in ancient Greek 
transcription, in many sources from the Roman era and late antiquity - Anasamus / Ansamus / 
Ἀσημοῦς / ἈσἈμος. The other two toponyms - Λαπιδαρίας and Λουκερναρία, are known 
only from the work "On the constructions" of Procopius of Caesarea. 
 The detailed analysis of the written information about the toponyms in question aims 
at establishing their exact dating, clarifying the origin and meaning of the settlement names 
and typological determination of the mentioned sites. 
 Chapter IV is devoted to localization hypotheses. The information in the ancient 
written sources about the Roman and late antique settlement and fortification infrastructure 
along the Danube coast between the mouths of the rivers Vit and Osam is relatively small and 
insufficiently clear. This, as well as the unsatisfactory knowledge of most of the authors of the 
archaeological realities in this area, combined with uncritical (and sometimes frankly 
incorrect!) Reference to older publications, has given rise to many hypotheses about the 
location of the toponyms mentioned in the sources. In the chapter are presented and 
thoroughly commented all known localization hypotheses, expressed in the period from 1839 
to the present day. The emphasis is on the nature and soundness / insolvency of the proposed 
argumentation (when it is available at all!). 
 The following chapters in the book present a synthesis of the author's field findings, 
combined with objective information obtained from the analysis of ancient written sources 
and epigraphic evidence and previous archaeological research in the area. 
 Chapter V deals with the early Roman Anasamus. It is a military camp, a civilian 
settlement and a road station on the Roman Danube road, which are located on part of the 
territory and in the northwestern outskirts of the present village of Cherkovitsa. According to 
the available information, the earliest in chronological terms is the military camp, which, 
according to its size, was intended to house an auxiliary cavalry unit of the category ala 
quingenaria or even ala milliaria. Its origin can be attributed to the late Tiberius or early 
Claudian times, and its first garrison should be considered ala Scubulorum. In Flavian times, 
ala Bosporanorum was already stationed here. The Anasamus military camp was abandoned 
in the early 2nd century, after the Dacian wars of Emperor Trajan. However, life in the civil 
settlement that arose near it not only did not fade away, but continued at a rapid pace, which 
gives reason for some authors to talk about the formation here in the second half of the second 
century and in the North as a center of urban life. 
 The Late Antique Ansamus / Ἀσημοῦς / Ἀσήμος / Ἀσήμον / Ἄσημα is presented in 
detail in Chapter VI. He was the physical, legal and functional successor of the long-
abandoned early Roman military camp Anasamus and the civilian settlement that developed 
around it. The late Roman castle Ansamus and the late antique settlement center, which 
emerged on its basis, and later - perhaps even a city, are inevitably identified with the so-
called Osam fortress, first reported to the world by G. Lejan in 1873. The book presents plan 
and description of the remains of the fortification system of this site, with a detailed 
commentary on their chronology. The questions about the composition of the garrison of the 
initial late Roman military camp and the main moments in the development of the early 
Byzantine settlement center are analyzed, according to the preserved written evidence. 
 Chapter VII refers to the castle Λαπιδαρίας, which, also without alternative, is located 
on the northeastern outskirts of the village of Somovit. 
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 Chapter VIII comments on the location of the late Roman burgus and the early 
Byzantine φρούριον Λουκερναρία. It is located in Manastirishte, about 1 km northwest of the 
outskirts of the village of Cherkovitsa. 
 Chapter IX presents the route of the Roman Danube road between the rivers Osam and 
Vit. The conclusions are not based on abstract judgments, but on very real field observations, 
which are 100 per cent confirmed by very recently declassified satellite images from the end 
of the existence of the People's Republic of Bulgaria. 

 

 

ІІ. STUDIES AND ARTICLES 

 
ІІ-1 

С. Торбатов.   - един hapax в късноантичната топонимия. – Археология, 
2004, 3-4, 22-26 (ISSN 0324-1203).  

 
  (a Hapax in the Early Byzantine Toponymy) 

 
 The site name Matiopolis ( ) appears only once in the Early Byzantine 
written sources - it is an annotation about Dionysopolis in the anonymous Periplus Ponti 
Eixini. The earlier publishers and all commentators until present consider the information a 
wrong interpolation made by the compiler and support the opinion expressed by Vosius as 
early as 1639 that the name is probably a misinterpretation of the toponym Martianopolis. The 
anonymous Periplus Ponti Eixini is an Early Byzantine compilation built upon books written 
by Pseudo-Scymnos, Menippus and Arrian as well as other books, which did not survive till 
nowadays. However, the work in its current mode contains also some original parts with a 
high level of reliability and trustworthy Early Byzantine origin, which give grounds to date its 
compiling back to a date not earlier than the second half of the 6th century. Among the 
original parts is the annotation about the change of the name of Dionysopolis to Matiopolis, a 
fact which should be accepted as a real historical event even if it is not confirmed by another 
source. The review of the available written sources reveals that the the name Dionysopolis 
was mentioned for the last time having an exact date when related to a catastrophic flood 
caused by an underwater earthquake which happened in 544-545 and affected the town's 
vicinity as well. There are firm reasons to suppose that Dionysopolis suffered also from the 
Kutrigur invasion in 559. The disappearance of the name from the official nomenclature in the 
reign of Justinian I fits very well the zealous Christian policy led by the emperor and aimed at 
elimination of the pagan relicts and reminiscences. This resulted in a large-scale change of 
sites names in honor of members of the emperor's family or popular Christian martyrs. 
Analysis of the first part of name Matiopolis does not provide any possibilities for finding 
familiar praenomen or nomen, known from the prosopography or thehagiography and topical 
for the studied time span. However, recognizing the phonetic and orthographic changes for 
the period, we could easily recognize in the first part of the name, the ancient Greek adjective 
, one of whose numerous meanings is "empty, desert". With view to the endured 
catastrophic disasters in the 540-es and the 550-es and the tolerated by state authorities 
impetuous development of the newly established near-by urban (anonymous so far) center, the 
change of e of the name of Dionysopolis to Matiopolis in the sense of "empty, desert town", 
seems a completely natural and logic act.  
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 Notwithstanding the origin, official or common, in the second half of the 6th century 
the former Dionysopolis was already known by its contemporaries far beyond its boundaries 
as Matiopolis - a name wrongly overlooked by previous researchers. 

 
* * * 

 
ІІ-2 

С. Торбатов. Терминология за фортификационните съоръжения през римската и 
ранновизантийската епоха. – В: Р. Иванов (ред.). Археология на българските земи. Том 
I. София, 2004, 31-48 (ISBN 954-9388-02-6). 

 

Terminology for fortifications during the Roman and Early Byzantine eras 

 In the ancient and Late Antique written and epigraphic sources a great variety of Latin 
and Greek terms is attested, which denote fortified objects. The analysis and comparison of 
the individual references show that the terms do not have a clear typological and functional 
definition, which often leads to their mixing and indiscriminate use. Apart from the lack of 
official standardization, the terminological chaos is further exacerbated by the authors' 
emphasis on "elegant expression", which is why often in the same work, the same object is 
denoted by different, sometimes contradictory definitions. 
 One of the reasons for the ambiguities should be attributed to the fact that since the era 
of the Roman Republic fortification terminology began to penetrate en masse into the 
settlement nomenclature. Castella, turres and pyrgoi, often and ubiquitously mentioned during 
the Principle era in the African provinces of the Roman Empire, for example, were previously 
considered to be fortified agricultural settlements of the indigenous population. However, 
according to recent studies, in most cases it is actually an unfortified form of settlement life. 
 The process of convergence of fortification and settlement terminology noticeably 
deepened from the end of the 4th century onwards, in order to reach in the 6th century an 
almost complete unification of the categories. The reason for this is the significant changes in 
the settlement structure that occurred as a result of the decline of Roman military power and 
the military-political and economic upheavals of the empire in late antiquity. The legislation 
of Emperor Justinian I no longer distinguishes between castrum and civitas, thus naming the 
centers of administrative districts. Again, the term castellum refers to smaller urban 
settlements, which, however, do not have ius civitatis and are in a subordinate administrative 
position to a city. In his treatise "On Constructions" Procopius notes specific examples of the 
transformation of castles into cities, as a result of the restoration and public works carried out 
in them. According to some scholars, the process of merging civilian and military forms of 
settlement life sometimes took the opposite direction, with declining public life and growing 
insecurity often bringing to the forefront the protective rather than the administrative and 
economic functions of individual urban centers. The theory and practice of the 6th century 
finds eloquent expression in the explanations of Isidore of Seville, who ranks settlement 
forms according to their size and significance as follows: castrum-castellum-burgus. As the 
main essential characteristic of the city at that time the same author points out the presence of 
fortifications: "... nam urbs ipsa moenia sunt". 
 Given the facts traced so far, traced over time, the differences in the designation of the 
typological nature of a fortified place can be considered at least in part as a reflection of 
objective stages in the process of its internal development. However, the fortification 
terminology used in ancient and late ancient written sources and epigraphic monuments 
should be approached very carefully, taking into account the quality of the sources and in 
every possible case looking for a comparison with archaeological realities. 
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 Radical changes in the state military-political doctrine and military organization of the 
Roman Empire, as well as the development of military equipment, left a noticeable imprint on 
the fortification construction in the late antiquity. It finds expression both in the topography 
and structural features of the fortifications, as well as in their size and internal planning. 
Unlike the epoch of the Principle, when military construction was generally dominated by 
strictly followed canons, the construction of military camps in late antiquity was much less 
common in the application of standard planning decisions. Moreover, in most of these cases 
there is a pronounced geographical-administrative grouping and chronological parallelism, 
which gives grounds to talk about separate regional or micro-regional military-building 
programs, the initiation and / or implementation of which can and should be placed in 
connection with the activity of specific high-ranking civil servants and their engineering and 
technical teams. Based on statistical analyzes, attempts are made to determine the relationship 
between the area of a military camp and the number of its garrison. However, the postulated 
and often reproduced ratio of about 300 people on an area of 4 decares does not correspond to 
the historical-archaeological data either for the epoch of the Principle or for a later time. 
Although it is still often claimed in scientific literature that, at least until the end of the First 
Tetrarchy, military units retained their numbers from the previous period, the analysis of 
paper documents from the province of Thebaida shows a drastic reduction in their human 
effectiveness already in Diocletian's time. For example, the number of allies is estimated at 
about 120, and the cohorts - about 160 people. Without expounding on and commenting on 
the discussion of the size of the Late Roman Legion, suffice it to say that according to 
archaeological research, the Betorus Legion Camp, probably built in the early 4th century, in 
the province of Arabia (El-Lejjun in present-day Jordan), of the legio IV Martia housed there 
was initially assigned to about 1000-1500 people. It was later suggested that the camp was 
designed with a capacity of about 2,000 people, but by the end of the 4th century its garrison 
had been halved. As for the securely identified camps of auxiliary units in the same region, 
their modest size (even in places to allow a two-storey layout of the barracks) is in full 
accordance with the above data on the reduced number of military units from the end of the 
3rd century onwards. The constructive-functional analysis of the smaller military and / or 
military-police fortifications (burgi, centenaria) allows their garrison to be determined to be 
about 30-50 people. The stand-alone observation towers (turres, speculae) are considered to 
have been served by about one unit of soldiers (1 contubernium = 8 people) or by a conscript 
population probably with the same number. 
 The variety of terms in the designation of the various fortified objects in the late 
ancient sources inevitably requires an attempt to clarify their typological nature and to 
determine some criteria for their use. 
 In the work, in two separate sections (Latin terms and Greek terms), the terms known 
from the ancient and late antique sources, related to the fortification construction, are 
thoroughly analyzed. 

 
* * * 

 
ІІ-3 

С. Торбатов. Пътна мрежа в Тракия и Мизия (I - III в.). – В: Р. Иванов (ред.). 
Археология на българските земи. Том I. София, 2004, 76-95 (ISBN 954-9388-02-6). 

 

Road network in Thrace and Moesia (I - III century) 

 The well-thought-out and exemplary road network is one of the remarkable 
achievements and emblematic features of Roman civilization. Its construction and 
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maintenance were a complex set of interrelations between factors of different nature - 
political, socio-economic, military, managerial, natural and purely technical. 
 Roman roads differed in legal status. Their classification included three main 
categories. The main communication lines formed the backbone of the road network in the 
lands under Roman rule and had the status of viae publicae ("public roads"). The second 
category of Roman roads included the so-called viae vicinales (“inter-rural roads”). The third 
category included the so-called viae privatae ("private roads"). 
 The technical specification of road construction was the subject of special legislative 
attention in ancient Rome. The main Roman roads were equipped with special roadside 
markings, allowing travelers to orient themselves in the direction of travel and periodically 
find out about their location. The majority of the main roads arose for military reasons and 
initially generally avoided existing settlements. City road stations were often located where a 
special branch (diverticulum) separated from the main road, leading to the cities themselves. 
Over time, on a private initiative, many different establishments began to appear along the 
roads, designed to serve the needs of ordinary passengers. The spiritual needs of the travelers 
were not forgotten, in connection with which altars, temples and sanctuaries were built. The 
organization of the Roman state post office (cursus publicus) by Emperor Augustus gave a 
powerful impetus to the development of the roadside infrastructure. In connection with this, a 
streamlined system of transport insurance was arranged along the route of the main roads and 
a chain of road stations with a certain status and staff was built, designed to facilitate and 
make the travel of couriers (tabellarii) and other officials more convenient. their official 
duties. 
 The backbone of the road network in Thrace and Moesia consisted of several large 
inter-provincial communication arteries of general imperial importance, the construction of 
which clearly traced the stages of Roman expansion in the Balkans. The first road built by the 
Romans within the Balkans, and at the same time the first Roman road outside Italy, was Via 
Egnatia. The systematic construction of the road along the right bank of the Lower Danube 
probably began with the formation of the province of Moesia around 15 AD. It had a strong 
military-strategic significance, as it immediately followed the imperial border and established 
a connection between the camps of legions and auxiliary units located along it. The so-called 
Diagonal Road (or Central Road) road crossed the Balkan Peninsula from northwest to 
southeast and made the most direct connection between the lands along the middle reaches of 
the Danube and Asia Minor. However, its transformation into a real path took place only after 
the annexation of the vassal Thracian kingdom in 45 AD. The so-called Western Pontic Road 
stretched from the Danube Delta to Byzantium/Constantinople, connecting by land the towns 
and villages along the west coast of the Black Sea, many of which arose during the period, 
and some even before the Great Greek Colonization. The Antonine Augusti Itinerarium also 
features a road between the Danube Delta and Byzantium/Constantinople. It is a continuation 
of the Danube road and is part of a very long intercontinental communication line that 
connected the Middle Danube Viminacium (now Kostolac, Serbia) with Nicomedia in 
Western Anatolia. 
 The data on the development of the Roman road network in Thrace and Moesia give 
grounds to speak of the existence of a unified and time-stable strategic concept, according to 
which each of the legionary camps located on the Lower Danube, and probably some of the 
more important military centers, was timely provided with one or more individual rear 
communication and supply lines. These were typical military routes (viae militares), through 
which the connection between the border area marked by a massive military presence and the 
large production centers and food bases located in the inner provinces of the empire was 
established. The road Escus - Philippopolis was one of the first built by the Romans after the 
liquidation of the Thracian kingdom. Synchronous and completely identical in character to the 
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road Eskus - Philippopolis was the one through the Petrohan Pass. To the commented group 
of roads undoubtedly belongs another communication line with a starting point Ratiaria, 
marked in Tabula Peutingeriana. It led from there in a southwesterly direction, overcame the 
mountain range through the Belogradchik Pass and at Naisus again went out on the Diagonal 
Road. There are reliable epigraphic, written and archaeological data on the existence of two 
other important trans-Balkan roads that connected the central sector of the Lower Danube 
Limes with the province of Thrace. One of them started from Eskus and led in a southwesterly 
direction to Serdica. The other road provided the rear communications of the Nove Legionary 
Camp. The road from Durostorum to Anhialo played a key role among the trans-Balkan 
communications in the eastern borders of Thrace and Moesia. 
 Among the inter-provincial lines of communication within Moesia, two roads were of 
the utmost importance. According to Tabula Peutingeriana, one of them led from Marcianopol 
to the west, passed through Nicopolis ad Istrum and reached Melta. The other important road 
in Moesia also started from Marcianopol and was traced in a completely identical way. 
 The analysis of the road network in Thrace also makes it possible to distinguish 
several roads that undoubtedly surpassed the others in importance. In the first place among 
them should be placed those that are explicitly attested in the Roman guides. The road from 
Anhialo, through Akve Khalide, to Kabile and Augusta Trayana / Beroe, marked in Tabula 
Peutingeriana, was largely decisive for the appearance of the local network in the eastern part 
of the province. To the southwest of the last point, it connected with the Diagonal Road at 
Ranilum Station. According to the Itinerarium Antonini Augusti, in Kabyle and Augusta 
Trayana / Beroe, two other roads separated in a southerly direction, which also merged into 
the Diagonal, at Hadrianopolis and Burdipta, respectively. The Tuida market, the recently 
explored road station near the town of Sopot and several newly discovered billionaire 
columns trace a hitherto unknown Roman road in Thrace. Through field research and on the 
basis of epigraphic data, two important roads have been identified with the starting point of 
Philippopolis. The first of them took an approximately southern direction, passed through the 
central part of the Rhodope massif and reached the Aegean Sea. The second road headed 
southwest to Nicopolis ad Nestum, from where there were probably alternative routes to the 
Aegean coast. 
 In the western parts of Thrace, Roman itineraries (and only Tabula Peutingeriana) 
registered a single road. It started from Serdica, continued southwest to Pautalia and Stobi and 
reached Heraclea (now Bitola, Macedonia), where it connected with Via Egnatia. 

 
* * * 

 
ІІ-4 

С. Торбатов.   (предварителни данни за античния култов център край 
Телериг, Южна Добруджа). – In: Heros Hephaistos. Studia in honorem Liubae Ognenova-
Marinova. V. Tarnovo, 2005, 80-91 (ISBN 954-775-531-5). 

   
(preliminary data for the ancient cult centre near Telerig, South Dobrudja) 

 
 In 1993 and 1996, systematic archaeological excavations were carried out in the 
Keremetlika area near Telerig, which revealed a significant ancient cult centre that underwent 
several phases of institutionalization and lasted for about a millennium. The earliest evidence 
of practicing religious rites here dates from the transition between the Early and Late Iron 
Ages - approximately from the end of the 6th century BC. From this time there is a clay cult 
hearth (eshara), on which fragments of several characteristic ceramic vessels with a polished 
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black surface were found. Although in small quantities, ceramic fragments from the Early and 
Late Iron Ages were found elsewhere in the study area, but without lying in an adequate 
archaeological context, but mixed with later materials. The second phase in the development 
of the ancient cult centre near Telerig dates back to the Early Hellenistic era. 
 About 130 m north of the above-mentioned eschara rises a single mound, occupying a 
dominant position in the vicinity with a radius of several kilometers. Its southeastern sector, 
as well as its central part, were fully studied. In the southeastern sector of the mound, on the 
very periphery of the mound embankment in its current configuration, poorly preserved ruins 
of a small quarter building oriented with its longitudinal axis northwest-southeast were 
cleared. The building was erected on a natural height, long before the appearance of the 
mound, and its plan accurately reproduces the classical type of templum in antis. The building 
in question can be confidently identified with an ancient temple. According to the scarce 
archeological material, the temple was probably built at the beginning of the Hellenistic era 
and lasted for a relatively short time. Eloquent evidence of the third phase in the functioning 
of the cult centre is provided by the archaeological excavations of the terrain south of the 
mound - shallow ritual pits in which sacrifices were made or the remains of religious rites 
performed elsewhere were buried. The majority of the pits date from the first two centuries 
AD. During the Roman era, the ancient cult centre near Telerig experienced its greatest 
prosperity. The fourth phase in its functioning is related to the construction around the middle 
of the 2nd century AD of a monumental sanctuary, which lasted until the second quarter of 
the 4th century. The sanctuary stands south of the mound and occupies a relatively flat terrain, 
with a slight slope to the south. The ring wall encloses a rectangular space oriented with its 
longitudinal axis north - south. Porticoes with wooden superstructures were built along the 
western, northern and eastern walls. The stone colonnade of the porticos encloses a courtyard, 
in the northern part of which is the central building of the sanctuary - a small rectangular 
temple. The abundant votive material originating from the sanctuary leaves no doubt that it 
was dedicated to the Thracian Horseman. The majority of the epigraphic votive monuments 
show that this is a specific kind of cult in which the deity was worshiped under the name of 
Heros Hephaestus. In the second quarter of the 4th century the sanctuary was looted and 
burned by militant adherents of Christianity. As paradoxical as it is, it is significant that the 
human presence in the area of the ancient pagan cult center does not intersect with the 
physical liquidation of the sanctuary of Heros Hephaestus and the triumph of Christianity, but 
is clearly traced to the last decade of the 4th century. There was another, fifth phase in its 
functioning, directly related to the veneration of the ruins of the destroyed sanctuary. Shortly 
after the end of the campaign for systematic extraction of usable building material, a solitary 
building with a rectangular plan, oriented northeast-southwest, appeared about 10 m southeast 
of the demolished church. In any case, it is to the time of its existence that the last large-scale 
actions of a ritual nature, registered on the territory of the cult center, belong. These are three 
pits dug to a depth of 1.50 m from the then terrain. Architectural details were found in the 
pits, as well as many different archaeological materials. They all date from the 3rd-2nd 
century BC until the last quarter of the 4th century AD. The physical condition of the vast 
majority of the finds indicates that they were collected among the ruins of the sanctuary. From 
the situation of the latest materials, it can be concluded that all of them were deposited at the 
same time, after which the pits were sealed. All this should be identified with the ritual burial 
of the surviving miserable remnants of the centuries-old tradition and past splendor of the cult 
site. The latest coins from the study area date from the reign of Emperor Valentinian II (375-
392) and Theodosius I (379-395). 

 
* * * 
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ІІ-5 

С. Торбатов. Раннохристиянската базилика край Дебрене, Добричко. – В: А. 
Димитрова-Милчева, В. Кацарова (ред.). Spartacus, ІІ. 2075 години от въстанието на 
Спартак. Трако-римско наследство. 2000 години християнство. В. Търново, 2006, 301-
307 (ISBN 978-954-775-553-6). 

 
THE EARLY CHRISTIAN BASILICA NEAR DEBRENE, DOBRICH REGION 

 
The village Debrene is situated in the south-west of Dobroudja, half-way between the modem 
towns of Varna and Dobrich. The most popular archaeological site in the village land is a 
small hill-top fortification, which occupies a rocky peninsula surrounded by a deep dry valley 
in the locality called "Slamata" ("Slama kanara"/'Slavnata kanara"), some 3,5 km north-east 
from Debrene. The site had been known in the scientific literature since the late-19th century, 
but archaeological excavations were for the first time carried out there in 1989-1990. The 
excavations registered three phases of habitation on the peninsula. The first two date back to 
the Late Roman and Early Byzantine periods, and are connected with the construction of two 
different fortifications. The earlier fortification was dismantled in the time of building the 
later one. The third phase of habitation dates to the Early Middle Ages. It is connected with 
the short history of an Old-Bulgarian settlement, which came into being at that place by the 
end of the 9th and was destroyed in the mid-lOth century. Both fortifications, the Late Roman 
as well as the Early Byzantine one, belong to the type of refugia. The Late Roman refugium 
was built in the second half ofthe 4th and was abandoned by the mid-5th century. The Early 
Byzantine refugium was built a fundamentis in the second quarter of the 6th century. The only 
building, which has been registered within its walls, is an Early Christian church leaning 
against the southern precinct wall. By plan, the church is a three-aisled basilica ofHellenistic 
type, with elongated naos and narthex. It is orientated exactly west-east. Its maximum length 
is 21,89 m, and width -7,64 m. The walls are built ofbroken stone and mud in the opus 
implectum technique. Their thickness vary from 0,60 to 0,80 m. The walls are without 
foundations – they are laid directly on a thick layer oframmed yellow clay, which had been 
heaped up before the construction to level the terrain. The main entrance into the basilica is 
situated in the middle of its western wall. It is flanked by two far projecting pillars. The 
entrance leads into a vast narthex of irregular quadrangular plan (6,70 x 4,80 x 6,70 x 5,40 m). 
The central part of the narthex is paved with flagstones. Another entrance leads from the 
narthex into the naos. The naos measures 6,82/6,96 x 10,84 m. It had once been divided into 
three aisles by two sets ofposts (5 post in each of them), resting on stone bases. Now only the 
bases have survived. The aisles are of different width: the northern - 1,45 m, the central- 4,20, 
and the southern one - 1,10-1,25 m. The central aisle is paved with bricks. The naos ends in 
the east with a vast semicircular apsis, 3,43 m wide and 2,20 m deep. The apsis is thicker than 
the walls (c. 1,00 m) and is built of ashlars linked with mortar. There is a narrow entrance in 
the eastern wall ofthe basilica, just north from the apsis. Another entrance leads from the 
northern aisle into a baptisterium, whose entire plan was not established during the 
excavations because of later destructions. Two pentanumia of Emperor Justin II (565-578) 
from the levelling layer beneath the basilica offer a reliable terminus post quem for the time of 
its construction. On the other hand, the three-section altar is considered by modem researchers 
obligatory for churches built after A.D. 574. If so, the construction of the discussed basilica 
may well be dated between A. D. 565 and 574. It continued functioning until the destruction 
ofthe Early Byzantine fortification near Debrene by the Avars in the beginning of the 7th 
century. 
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* * * 
 

ІІ-6 

С. Торбатов. Тракийско светилище от края на късножелязната и ранната римска епоха 
край Ефрейтор Бакалово, Добричко. – Известия на Археологическия институт, 39, 2006, 
149-158 (ISSN 0323-9535). 

 
A Thracian Sanctuary from the End of the Late Iron Age and the Early Roman Period 

near Efreitor Bakalovo, Dobrich Region 
 

The paper presents a number of finds dating back to the Late Iron Age and the Early 
Roman Period, kept now at the Regional Museum of History in Dobrich. They were found by 
accident in the course of the last decade or so within a limited area lying some 2 km to the 
north from the modern village Efreitor Bakalovo, Dobrich region. The ground survey of the 
area did not reveal traces of an ancient settlement there. Remains of only two structures were 
identified on the terrain. One of those was a small building, which had been erected at the end 
of a rocky promontory surrounded by the valley of the Suha Reka river and a gorge flowing 
into it. The other structure is a rock-cut platform with two steps on its north-northwestern 
side, situated some 40 m uphill from the ruins of the building. 
 The isolated position of both discussed structures in the context of the settlement 
network in the vicinity during the Late Iron Age and the Roman Period as well as the very 
nature and physical state of the finds from there give grounds to identify the site with a 
Thracian sanctuary which had been functioning from the last few centuries B.C. until the end 
of the 2nd-3rd century A.D. 
 The most interesting find from the site is a ritually curved Thracian sword of the 
rhomphaia type. It is the 15th rhomphaia known until now from the territory of Bulgaria, and 
the first one found beyond the very restricted area of its spread, fixed by the finds in the 
central and western parts of the Rhodope Mountains. 

 
* * * 

 
ІІ-7 

С. Торбатов. Тракийско ямно светилище от римската епоха край Снягово (Южна 
Добруджа). – Археология, 2007, 1-4, 46-56 (ISSN 0324-1203). 

 
Thracian pit sanctuary of Roman date at Snyagovo, South Dobruja 

 
 In 2000, a pit sanctuary of Roman date was discovered in the course of rescue 
excavations at Snyagovo, General Toshevo municipality, Dobrich District, following 
trenching for a gas pipeline construction. The partially excavated site is located on a terrain 
slightly sloping to the south, ca. 300 m from the village of Snyagovo, at the southeastern 
periphery of a large settlement of Roman date. Its northeastern and southwestern limits could 
be recorded, at about 75 m distance from each other. Its area in the other directions remains 
unknown. A total of five ritual pits and two cult fireplaces were excavated. Archaeological 
evidence suggests that the pits were simultaneous in spite of their variety in shape and depth. 
The pit sanctuary at Snyagovo dates from the latter half of the second to early third century 
AD and is the latest ritual complex of the kind in Thrace. Although it is undoubtedly similar 
to the parallels dating from earlier centuries regarding the pits' general shape, their backfilling 
sequence and the material that was deposited in them, the newly excavated five pits reveal a 
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number of specific features pointing to a very sophisticated ritual practice, obviously 
developed in detail and strictly followed, and probably institutionalized. Above all it should 
be noted that most of the pits recall the shape of pots common for the traditional Thracian 
pottery wares and metal works. In three of the pits (Nos. I, III, and IV), a smaller pit had been 
deliberately dug into the bottom. In Pits III and IV this smaller pit had a homogenous fill of 
brown color, probably remnants of vegetable food and libations. Another specific feature is 
the sequence of thin, more or less regular layers of ash and charcoal, at various depths in Pit 
V, and on the very bottom of Pits I and II. In the backfill of the pits, except for Pit I, 
approximately in the middle, a large slab has been recorded, placed horizontally or vertically. 
The stone sealing of the pits' openings could also have been a surface marker; only Pit IV is 
lacking one. It is particularly instructive that in spite of the abundance of ash and charcoal as 
well as pieces of fired plaster and burnt soil in the backfill, no fire had been lit in any of the 
pits. This is a common feature of ritual pits in the Thracian lands to the north of the Danube. 
Archaeological evidence suggests a drastic population decline and migration of the 
autochthonous population from Inner Dobruja to the Thracian ethnic territory to the north of 
the Danube in the Late Hellenistic period. It seems that the unprecedented development of 
settlement pattern and the surprising revival of the Thracian culture in Dobruja in the first 
centuries of the Roman conquest were the result of successive massive deportations of 
Thracians from across the Danube to the waste lands south of the river, in the latter half of 
first century AD. Written sources and archaeological evidence have confirmed these events. It 
was these new settlers who evidently gave new life to the ancient autochthonous tradition of 
the pit sanctuaries that had been preserved and further developed among the free Thracians; 
the site at Snyagovo could be considered a kind of a culmination of the same tradition. 

 
* * * 

 
ІІ-8 

С. Торбатов. Римският викус край Горско Абланово – проучвания и перспективи. – 
Попово в миналото, 5, 2007, 55-66 (ISBN 978-954-773-124-0). 

 
THE ROMAN VICUS NEAR GORSKO ABLANOVO – INVESTIGATIONS AND 

PROSPECTS 
 
 The aim of this paper is to present the nowadays state of investigation of the large 
Roman vicus situated to the north and north-east from the village of Gorsko Ablanovo, Opaka 
Municipality. The vicus is well known in the Bulgarian scientific literature, due to many stray 
finds and ground surveys carried out in the past. In the spring of 2007 archaeological 
excavations were initiated for the first time within the settlement area. Two big building 
complexes were partially excavated in different parts of the site. Both of them date to the late-
2nd and the first half of the 3rd century AD. There is reason to argue that the Roman vicus 
suffered a disaster in the third quarter of the 2nd century, in the time of the Costoboci 
invasion in AD 170-171. After the Gothic invasions in the mid-3rd century the life soon 
resumed, but only a small part of the former territory was resettled. The Roman vicus ceased 
existing most probably in the second half of the 4th century. 
 

* * * 
 

ІІ-9 
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С. Торбатов. Мездра през римската епоха и късната античност. – В: Л. Крумова (ред.). 
Мездра. Кратък исторически очерк. София, 2009, 33-51 (ISBN 978-954-426-856-5). 

 

Mezdra during the Roman era and the Late Antiquity 

 During the Roman era, a significant settlement developed on the territory of the 
present town of Mezdra, unfortunately still anonymous. Administratively, it belonged to the 
Thracian strategy of Serdica, and after its disintegration - to the urban territory of Serdica. The 
time of its occurrence cannot be determined for now, but in the 2nd and first half of the 3rd 
century it experienced a rapid rise. The grave finds from the territory of the settlement 
necropolis impress with their wealth. 
 Kaleto Hill rises on the southwestern outskirts of Mezdra. Specifically for the ancient 
period, the consistent existence is established of a Roman fortification from the second half of 
the 2nd century, a pagan cult center from the 3rd century and a fortified settlement from the 
4th-6th century with two distinct phases of development - Late Roman and Early Byzantine. 
The Roman fortification was built around the middle of the 2nd century on an uninhabited 
terrain near the already prosperous civilian settlement at that time. Skillfully using natural 
resources, Roman builders surrounded the then desolate rocky hill above the left bank of the 
Iskar River (with remains of a Late Chalcolithic settlement and traces of habitation during the 
Iron Age) with a solid fortress wall built of broken stones welded with white mortar. 
 Relatively shortly after its entry into function, in the second half of the 2nd century, 
the Roman fortification on the Kaleto hill suffered a disaster and ceased to exist. Traces of fire 
and a layer of ash on the early walking level are clear evidence that this was caused by an 
unexpected attack. The full chronological correspondence proves that the fortification divided 
the fate of the civilian settlement at its foot during one of the invasions in the period AD 170-
190. Shortly after the disaster, most likely in the early 3rd century, repair and restoration 
works began on the territory of the fortification. In the central part of the fort, directly on the 
layer of spread building ruins, a small cult building (temple) was built, which marked the 
beginning of the pagan religious centre that later formed here. This first phase is associated 
with cult hearths and ritual sites of rammed unburned clay (primitive escharae) of different 
shapes and sizes located on different levels. The second phase in the activity of the sanctuary 
complex refers generally to the second half of the 3rd century. It is connected with the 
construction east of the early cult building of specific cage-like structures, consisting of low 
walls of broken stones on mud solder. The latest known coin, surely related to the sanctuary, 
dates from AD 285-286, but in all probability it continued to function later, perhaps until the 
victorious march of Christianity in these lands in the first decades of the 4th century. 
 From the end of the 3rd century until the end of Late Antiquity, the region of Mezdra 
belonged to the newly established province of Dacia Ripensis, including parts of the former 
provinces of Upper and Lower Moesia, and probably of Thrace. 
 After the pagan sanctuary near Mezdra ceased to exist, the human presence on Kaleto 
Hill ceased too, but not for long. Attracted by the good protection offered not only by the 
terrain, but also by the still well-preserved remains of the old Roman fortification, at an 
unspecified moment in the first half of the 4th century the very sparse population of the 
settlement in the plain left their homes and settled here. The fortifications have been 
overhauled and repaired. The protected area was completely rebuilt with densely arranged 
chain buildings, between which narrow streets were laid. Thus, on the ruins of the former 
military-police fortification and pagan cult centre, a new Late Antique fortified settlement 
grew. 
 It is unknown when exactly in the second half of the 4th century, most probably as a 
result of subsidence of the earth layers under the influence of gravity, or perhaps of an 
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earthquake, the filled-in at the beginning of the 3rd century tower-gate and the western 
continuation of its blockade broke away from the fortress wall. That necessitated a partial 
restructuring in the adjacent sector. 
 In the first half of the 5th century, the fortified settlement experienced a severe 
disaster, combining the impact of a natural calamity (powerful earthquake) and a devastating 
enemy attack, which can be attributed to the Huns. The defense facilities were out of order, 
and life in the village died down for some time. Restoration works were undertaken only at 
the end of the 5th and in the first half of the 6th century. There are two distinct construction 
phases. To the first belongs the reconstruction of the fortifications. 
 The second phase of construction from the end of the 5th and the first half of the 6th 
century expressed in complete redevelopment of the fortified territory according to a 
completely new urban scheme. Unknown circumstances, most likely again the consequences 
of some enemy attack, necessitated the undertaking of repair works in the second half of the 
6th century. 
 The coin material and other archaeological finds from the Late Antique fortified 
settlement on the Kaleto Hill near Mezdra testify that it continued to exist until the end of the 
6th or the beginning of the 7th century, when it was destroyed during one of the Avar-Slavic 
invasions. In the 9th - 11th centuries, a Bulgarian settlement with the material culture 
characteristic of the period developed on its ruins. 

 
* * * 

 
ІІ-10 

С. Торбатов. Градището Острия връх край Овчеполци, Пазарджишко. – В: Х. Попов, 
А. Тенчова (ред.). Сборник в памет на проф. Велизар Велков. В. Търново, 2009, 386-413 
(ISBN 978-954-400-005-9). 

 

The hill site Ostria Vrah near Ovchepoltsi, Pazardzhik District 

 

 The hill site Ostria Vrah has been known in the scientific literature since 1870, but a 
description of the archaeological structures registered there and an approximate sketch of the 
site were published by Dimitar Tsonchev only in 1963. The site is located 1 km southwest of 
the village of Ovchepoltsi, Pazardzhik region, and occupies the top of a volcanic cone. The 
elevation is 513.9 m above sea level and is part of the narrow mountain hill Ovchi Hills, 
which is the southernmost branch of Panagyurishte Sredna Gora. 
 In 2005 and 2006 archaeological excavations were carried out at the site. Four 
trenches were laid with consecutive markings from A to D, located in different parts of the 
fortified territory. 
Trench A covered the route of a trench for laying an electric cable to power a communication 
repeater installed on site. It had the appearance of a trench with a width of 0.40 m, and the 
section of the excavation within the archaeological site was 65 m long. Nowhere along the 
excavation a clear stratigraphy was established. The collected archaeological material dates 
from different historical epochs - Late Iron, Roman, Late Antique and Medieval. Despite the 
preliminary expectations, based on the plan drawn up by D. Tsonchev, the excavation passed 
through the completely depersonalized remains of the substructure of only one (!) fortress 
wall. When digging the canal northwest of it, it was found that both in Late Antiquity and in 
the Middle Ages, the habitat stretched along the slopes of the hill, far beyond the fortified 
territory. In the uppermost part of the northern slope of the Ostria Vrah, just below the 
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chamber of volcanic tuffs crowning the peak, numerous distinct traces of artificial carvings 
were found in the rock with obscure dating: long, perfectly smoothed vertical planes, 
precisely shaped corners, grooves. 
 Trench B was situated in the eastern part of the inner fortified belt according to the 
plan of D. Tsonchev, transversely and immediately inwards from the supposed route of the 
fortress wall, on a place without traces of treasure-hunting intervention. Three phases of 
habitation were established - one Late Antique and two Medieval. The remains of a fortress 
wall discovered in the eastern part of the borehole and a quadrangular tower, structurally 
connected to it, protruding in front of the front of the defensive line, certainly belong to the 
Late Antiquity. According to the acquired archaeological material, the medieval inhabitation 
of the terrain, falling within the boundaries of Trench B, should be referred to the period from 
the second half of the 10th to the end of the 11th/beginning of the 12th century. The 
settlement of the hill in the Middle Ages was probably due to the still well-preserved and 
relatively safe Late Antique fortifications. In any case, the first medieval settlers settled 
precisely in the features of the Late Antique protected area. The second phase of medieval 
habitation is associated with raising the running level by 0.20-0.30 m. It was preceded by a 
systematic dismantling of the preserved remains of late antique fortifications in this sector. 
 Trenches C and D were laid on the northwestern slope of the hill, northeast of Trench 
A. Trench C was located perpendicularly and on the inside of the fortress wall. The 
stratigraphic findings largely resembled those of Trench B. Although in a different way, the 
same three phases of habitation were established here - one Late Antique and two medieval. 
Across the fortress wall was revealed the northeast side of the entrance with a shaped pilaster 
on the outside. In a later period, the entrance was rebuilt with stone, white crumbly mortar and 
pieces of brick, perched on the remains of the destroyed pilasters. The type of materials used 
gives grounds to claim that the reconstruction in question dates back to the Middle Ages, 
through which the entrance was blocked. On the inside of the entrance, exactly in line with its 
northeast side, the face of a structure built in a constructive connection with the fortress wall 
was discovered. It has the appearance of a platform and consists of a sub- and superstructure 
separated by an uneven horizontal banquet. Remains of a brick building were cleared on the 
platform, of which only the bottom row has been preserved, in three rows from the inside of 
the fortress wall. The overall plan and dimensions of the facility to which the described 
structure belongs have not been established. However, it was undoubtedly related to 
increasing the effectiveness of the defense of the entrance located here. In all probability, it is 
a propugnaculum, over which it is possible that a small inner gate tower developed. 
 Trench D was 2.60 m northeast of the entrance side discovered in Trench B. It was 
located on the outside and along the fortress wall. The fortress wall is preserved here at a 
height of up to 1.80 m. The route of the wall clearly shows a later alteration, which used 
crumbly white mortar without brick impurities. The structure of the building and the type of 
building materials used in it are identical to those of the later outer fortress wall and relate the 
reconstruction to the Middle Ages. 
 About 5 m north of Trench D and approximately 7 m from the outer face of the 
fortress wall, insignificant remains of substructure of another wall were registered in view of 
the terrain, which can be traced along only about 5 m. The wall is parallel to the fortress wall. 
and in construction is completely identical to it. Probably these remains gave reason for D. 
Tsonchev to assume the existence of a double fortress wall on the northwestern side of the 
fort. In this case, however, it is clearly not a proteichisma, but most likely the remains on the 
front of a ruined quadrangular tower of the late antique fortress, similar to the one registered 
in Trench B and dismantled during the reconstruction of this sector of the fortress wall in the 
Middle Ages. 
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 The field observations and findings made in the course of the research, as well as the 
acquired abundant archaeological material, give grounds for the following conclusions: 
 1. The earliest traces of human presence in this place date back to the Late Iron Age, 
when a rock sanctuary appears to have been built here. 
 2. As the finds show, the pagan sanctuary continued to serve the cult needs of the 
surrounding population at least until the middle of the 3rd century AD. 
 3. In the 4th century, most probably in the first half of the century, a fortification with 
probable military functions was built on this place, which in the Early Byzantine era acquired 
the features of an ordinary fortified settlement. The available data do not allow for detailed 
tracking and chronological specification of the development of the site in late antiquity, but it 
certainly lasted until the end of the 6th/beginning of the 7th century. 
 4. After a long hiatus, the hill was repopulated most probably in the second half of the 
10th century, with a population of Bulgarian ethnic appearance. It is very likely that the first 
settlers were part of the migration wave from the lands north of the Balkans, caused by the 
campaigns of the Kiev prince Svetoslav. In the medieval inhabitation of Ostria Vrah two 
phases are clearly distinguished. The beginning of the second of them is related to the 
undertaking of large-scale construction works, which are expressed on the one hand in the 
repair and reconstruction of parts of the existing late antique fortification system, and on the 
other - in a completely new fortification construction. The sectors from the northeast and 
southeast of the late antique ring fortress wall were completely dismantled, and the building 
material extracted from them was used for construction of a new one, 15-20 m in front of the 
old one, which exceeded 14 decares. The medieval fortification construction should date back 
to the last quarter of the 11th century, most likely to the first decade of the reign of Emperor 
Alexius I Comnenus. In terms of area and appearance, the fortress from the end of the 11th 
century near Ovchepoltsi is close to the medieval standards for a town. The importance of this 
centre is confirmed by the sphragistic monuments found here. One of them is an unused core 
for printing, and the other - a lead seal, which fastened a letter sent here by a Byzantine 
dignitary with the rank of imperial protospathary, who was a trusted person of the butler on 
the subject of Greece. 
 The archaeological material available at this stage gives grounds to conclude that the 
organized settlement life on the hill Ostria Vrah near Ovchepoltsi died out as early as the end 
of the 11th or at the beginning of the 12th century at the latest. 

 
* * * 
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Bricks and roof tiles with stamps of Legio I Italica from castellum Trimammium 

 
 The present article discusses 33 complete and fragmentary bricks and roof tiles with 
stamps of Legio I Italica that were found in the course of excavations at Trimamium in 2006-
2009. All roof tiles have П-like section and belong to the type of tegulae with completely flat 
body and perpendicularly bent side borders (the so-called Leistenziegel). The complete bricks 
of Legio I Italica from Trimammium are of two clearly distinguished types - the so-called 
Lydion and sesquipedales. The two existing classifications were used to determine the types 
of stamps of Legio I Italica. M. Matushewska’s 2006 scheme was used as a basis, but 
whenever possible a typological correlation was traced to the earlier classification of T. 
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Sarnovski. Despite the poor state of preservation, the identification of 23 of the stamps is not 
difficult and can hardly be questioned. One of the stamps has a probable but not secure 
identification. Another one presents a so far unknown palaeographic variety that should be 
defined as a new sub-variant of Type VІ-70 (after M. Matushevska). The poor state of 
preservation of the remaining stamps hampers their identification. The analysis of the material 
from Novae has shown that most variants of the stamps were used for stamping either bricks, 
or roof tiles, with only a few exceptions. This practice is confirmed at Trimammium as well, 
but so far not a single stamp has been attested on both brick and roof tile. Two very 
substantial differences should be mentioned. First, variants 88, 110 and 112-115 of Type VІ 
(after Т. Sarnovski) appear predominantly on bricks and less frequently on tiles in Novae, 
while in Trimammium they are known only from tiles. Secondly, Type VІ 66 is used on 
bricks and Type VІ 90 on tiles in Novae (both types after Т. Sarnovski), contrary to 
Trimamium where it is the opposite. Another interesting fact should be mentioned: the most 
popular type in Trimammium (VІ 106 after Т. Sarnovski) is represented in Novae by only one 
(!) specimen in the existing publications. The stratigraphy revealed so far by the excavations 
of Trimammium is very complex. This is a result of the prolonged ancient and medieval 
occupation of the site on one hand, and of the numerous modern disturbances of the cultural 
layer, on the other. Particularly problematic are the early building phases of the site. Among 
the structures, partially or completely excavated until the end of the 2008 campaign, the 
earliest are generally dated to the 3rd c. AD. Meanwhile, the large amount of pottery, coins, 
fibulae, and fittings from 2nd-3rd c. AD found in later layers has been interpreted as a 
positive evidence for unidentified earlier buildings in the immediate vicinity of the excavated 
areas. This hypothesis was confirmed in 2009, when the southern part of Building B, 
registered in 2007, was excavated in its entirety. Building B, hypothetically dated to 3rd c. 
AD, overlays an earlier structure marked as Building E. Building B provided the only in situ 
specimens of bricks and roof tiles with stamps of the Legio I Italica found so far in 
Trimammium. The analysis suggests that the massive use of roof tiles and bricks, mainly the 
latter, is related to the time of the building’s construction, not later than the first decades of 
the 3rd c. AD. 
 Another compact group of bricks and roof tiles with stamps of Legio I Italica in 
Trimammium comes from a thick layer of tiles that is the remnants of the collapsed roof of a 
still unidentified building. More than 20 pits of various shape, size and date were excavated in 
Trimammium. Some of them are securely dated to the 3rd c. AD and differ differ significantly 
from the remaining pits in terms of stratigraphy and character. The analysis of the fill of the 
pits points to the conclusion that they were related to ritual practices performed by the local 
garrison or the civil population in the 3rd c. AD. Typical of the fill of all pits in this category 
is the presence of a large quantity of fragmentary bricks and roof tiles, almost exclusively of 
tiles of both types. Some of the tiles have stamps of Legio I Italica. 
 What does the statistical analysis of the bricks and roof tiles of Legio I Italica from 
Trimammium suggest? 
 Eleven out of 33 stamps (33%) are dated to the first quarter of the 3rd c. AD. Another 
ten identified (30%) and five (15%) partially preserved stamps on bricks and tiles from 
Building B are chronologically related to the time of the building’s construction, in the first 
decades of the 3rd c. AD at latest. Two stamps (0.06%) are more or less securely dated to the 
first half or more generally within the 2nd c. AD. There are no chronological indications for 
the remaining five stamps. Therefore, at least 78 percent of the stamped bricks and roof tiles 
of Legio I Italica, discovered so far in Trimammium, are chronologically related to the reign 
of the Severan dynasty. From the presented evidence it stands clear that this was a period of 
intensive building activity in the excavated area of the castellum, in which a specialized 
vexillatio of the legion took part. Convincing evidence for local brick and roof tile production, 
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rather than imports from Novae, is the reverse use of stamps, normally used respectively for 
bricks or roof tiles. The small number of stamps with earlier dates provides grounds to 
conclude that in the Roman Period there were sporadic imports of bricks and roof tiles of 
Legio I Italica from Novae to Trimammium. 

 
* * * 
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Unknown Monuments from the 1st Millennium BC in South Dobroudja 

 
 The goal of this paper is to introduce in scientific circulation unpublished and 
practically unknown until now to most of the researchers information about several 
archaeological sites dating back to the 1st millennium BC. They are situated within two of the 
less studied micro regions of South Dobroudja. The former one includes a part of the left bank 
of the Suha Reka river canyon between the already non-existing villages Brestak (Kajnardzha 
Municipality, Silistra District) and Brestnitsa (Tervel Municipality, Dobrich District), and the 
other one – the woodland in the north-western corner of the Batovska Reka river valley, 
which belongs to the village land of Prilep (Dobrich Municipality, Dobrich District). 
 Two archaeological sites from the discussed period have been localized in the former 
village land of Brestak – a non-fortified settlement and an earthen fortress called Kale 
Karaach (Fig. 1 1-2). According to older evidence about coin finds as well as to pottery finds 
from the ground, the settlement should be dated to the Later Iron Age. Although no surface 
finds are known from the territory of the fortress (Fig. 2-3), in view of the registered 
constructional and technological peculiarities, its building might well be attributed to the 
initial stage of the Later Iron Age, the function of the site being a refugium.  
 Further three sites from the discussed period – a non-fortified settlement, a plane 
cemetery and an earthen fortress, have been localized in close vicinity to each other in north-
eastern direction from the former village of Brestnitsa (Fig. 4 1-3). The scanty surface finds of 
broken pottery from the settlement (Fig. 5) do not enable chronological specification within 
the 1st millennium BC. The ceramic vessels from a destroyed grave within the limits of the 
cemetery (Fig. 6) date back to the 6th-5th century BC. The use of spear heads similar to those 
from other destroyed graves (Fig. 7) have been registered during the final stage of the Early 
Iron Age, but also in the Later Iron Age. The lack of building remains and pottery finds within 
the territory of the fortress (Fig. 8-9) seem to be arguments for its identification as a refugium. 
The only known find from here is a bronze arrow head typical for the 6th-4th century BC. The 
close vicinity to each other and the very nature of the described three sites give grounds to 
consider them component parts of a particular settlement structure which had appeared by the 
end of the Early Iron Age at the latest and continued existing during the Later Iron Age. 
 An earthen structure of irregular quadrangular plan and considerable size (135 by 
120/130 m) was registered 1,4 km west-northwest from the village of Prilep (Fig. 11-12). A 
number of various finds from the Hellenistic period come out from the site (Fig. 10). The 
structure essentially differs by plan and constructional features from the so far known 
monuments of fortification within the Thracian lands at that time. The closest architectural 
parallels are to be found among the numerous Celtic sanctuaries of the so-called 
Viereckschanz type (Fig. 13), which seems to be a rather possible explanation of the site. 
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* * * 
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Traces of the ancient past in the Stozher area 
 
 The condition of the written evidence and previous research do not allow a 
comprehensive reconstruction of the more distant past of Stozher and its surroundings. 
 As a result of field surveys, remains were found and the exact location of 15 
archaeological sites was established. They are of different functional nature and with different 
chronological attribution. It is a fortress, 12 discovered (unfortified) settlement structures, a 
mound and an ancient road with stone pavement. The territorial distribution of the sites is 
extremely uneven. The vast majority of them are concentrated on the periphery of the Stozher 
land. The highest concentration is observed in the immediate vicinity of the once neighboring 
Stozher, but long ago evicted and deleted from the national register villages Valog and Prelog. 
In three cases, there is an area overlap or complete territorial coincidence of unfortified forms 
of settlement life from successive historical epochs. 
 The earliest more or less securely dated archaeological monuments in the area of 
Stozher belong to the time around and after the middle of the 1st millennium BC. From the 
point of view of archaeological periodization, this coincides with the Late Iron Age. The 
establishment of fortified settlements as one of the two main components of the settlement 
structure in the Getae lands is generally referred to by researchers as the final phase of the 
Early Iron Age, although probably dated examples from that time are still very few. It is 
believed that the mass appearance of fortified sites here began under Greek influence in the 
5th-4th century BC, but a boom in fortification construction can be said only in the period 
4th-3rd century BC. In a number of places in the Getae lands, usually in naturally 
geographically clearly determined areas with different territorial scope, archaeological 
research has established the formation from the 6th-5th century BC of local settlement 
networks in which the same model of grouping of settlement units of different types is 
observed. 
 In the middle of the 2nd century BC the Thracian tribes and state unions, weakened by 
internal strife, acquired a new, strong and dangerous neighbor - the Roman Republic, which, 
liquidating the Macedonian Empire, permanently set foot in the Balkans and did not hide its 
further territorial aspirations. The Roman conquest of ancient Thrace was a long process that 
began at the end of the 2nd century BC and ended in the mid-40s of the 1st century AD. 
When Dobrudzha was included in the Roman Empire, the Romans found here a rather 
strangely organized settlement system, strongly concentrated on the Danube and the sea coast 
and in their nearby hinterland. The analysis of the archeological data shows a drastic 
depopulation of the interior of the region in the 2nd-1st century BC, which is especially 
characteristic of the territory of South Dobrudzha. The rapid development of the settlement 
system in the first and third centuries contrasts sharply with the above-described picture of 
almost extinct settlement life in the region on the eve of the Roman conquest. It is even more 
paradoxical that this is accompanied by an unexpected and ubiquitous renaissance of a 
number of rudimentary features, inherent in the spiritual and material culture of the 
autochthonous population from the 1st millennium BC, which are expressed primarily in 
ceramic production, funeral customs and cult practices. 



 30

 In the 2nd-3rd century AD in the lands of South Dobrudzha a new settlement network 
was formed, with an unprecedented density. The deep crisis caused by the laws of socio-
economic development and the massive barbarian invasions in the second and third quarters 
of the third century necessitated the undertaking by the emperors Diocletian and Constantine I 
at the end of the third and the beginning of the fourth century of radical military and 
administrative reforms. mark the beginning of a new era in the development of the Roman 
Empire, which lasted until the second quarter of the 7th century. It is unknown exactly when 
between AD 286 and 293 the eastern half of Lower Moesia was reorganized into a new 
province called Scythia. In the development of the settlement structure in the province of 
Scythia in late antiquity there are two main periods, and the conditional boundary between 
them should be considered the middle of the 5th century. 
 In the area of Stozher, five archaeological sites from the era of Roman rule are known 
so far - four unfortified settlements and one solidly built road. The settlements are not subject 
to more precise dating and, with one exception, should generally refer to the time from the 1st 
to the 4th century AD. In three of the cases they develop in places where settlement life has 
been registered in the previous historical period, but, as already noted, it is not clear whether it 
is a matter of continuity or simply of topographic continuity. No remains of settlement life 
have been registered in the Stozher area so far during the early Byzantine period of late 
antiquity. 
 The first notice of the accommodation of a compact group of Bulgarians within 
Dobrudzha dates from the beginning of the second half of the 5th century, immediately after 
the disintegration of the Hun tribal union. Early Slavic infiltrations in the area were witnessed 
as early as the second quarter of the 6th century, but they did not have a mass and lasting 
character. The real Slavic settlement began in the first decade of the 7th century and took 
place in several waves until the middle of the century. After the disintegration of Greater 
Bulgaria by Khan Kubrat in the 1960s, part of the proto-Bulgarian tribes led by Asparuh 
withdrew to the region north of the lower Danube. During the 8th-10th century in the lands of 
Dobrudzha a completely new settlement network was formed, the characteristics of which are 
due to the specific socio-economic and military-political development. Archaeological 
research shows that the settlement network created during the First Bulgarian Kingdom in 
Dobrogea is preserved without significant changes during the early decades of Byzantine rule. 
So far, four archeological sites from the Middle Ages have been registered in the Stozher area. 
Their origin dates back to the period of the First Bulgarian Kingdom, but it is not clear 
whether any of them survived the Pecheneg invasions in the 30s of the 11th century. 

 
 * * * 
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A Latin Official Votive Inscription from the Roman Fort Trimammium  

(Lower Moesia) 
 

In 2006, during rescue archaeological excavations within the Roman fort of 
Trimammium (near tne village of Mechka, Rousse District), a limestone block with partly 
preserved Latin inscription was found. It is kept now at the Regional Museum of History in 
Rousse.  
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The careful study of the find proved that the block had been worked out of the middle 
left part of an altar. Only the beginning of the last six lines of the inscription has survived. It 
had been engraved on the front side of the altar, in scriptura monumentalis of very good 
quality. Each of the lines had been accurately centered, the height of the letters varying from 
4,5 to 6,5 cm according to the line. The name of Lucius Annius Italicus Honoratus, governor 
of Lower Moesia in AD 224, is recognized in line 3. The secure restoration of his title in line 
4 as LEG٠AVG٠PR٠PR gives a chance to establish the width of the inscription field at 
approximately 0,59 m. The latter makes it possible to define the number of missing letters in 
the lines and to offer the following partial reconstruction of the text: 

coh(ors) ... 
Seve[riana] 
sub L(ucio) A[nn(io) Italico] 
leg(ato) [Aug(usti) pr(o) pr(aetore)] 
cur(ante) [...] 
pra[ef(ecto) coh(ortis)] 

 The inscription is an official dedication to an Emperor or unknown deity/deities, set in 
AD 224, during the governorship of Lucius Annius Italicus Honoratus in Lower Moesia, by a 
pedestrian auxiliary unit (cohors), whose name is unfortunately missing, but which for sure 
possessed the honorific title Severiana. The responsibility of the very act of setting the altar 
was laid on the unit’s military commander (praefectus cohortis), whose name is also missing.  
 The cohort from the inscription, which had certainly garrisoned Trimammium by that 
time, cannot be identified among the troops stationed in Lower Moesia in the 20s and 30s of 
the 3rd century. This however is the first cohort bearing the title Severiana known until now 
in Lower Moesia. 
 

* * * 
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The CORTISIBRA and CIB stamps from castellum Trimammium 

 
 The analysis of the building ceramics from the castellum Trimammium has produced 
three consistent groups of Roman stamped bricks and roof tiles. One group that bears the 
signs of different types and variant of legio I Italica was already published. The other two 
groups, with the stamps CORTISIBRA and CIB, are presented here.  
 The CORTISIBRA group is the most numerous from the site. It includes two complete 
bricks, one fragmented but restorable tegula, and 32 fragments of bricks, tegulae, and 
imbrices. The identical content of the text on the CORTISIBRA stamps, known so far from 
Trimammium, supports their identification as a single type. However, some differences in the 
shaping of the text field and some palaeographic specifics allow for distinguishing at least 
four types. The lack of palaeographic clues means that the dating of the stamps should rely 
entirely on stratigraphic data. The fragments from building ceramics Nos. 3-4, 9, 13-14, and 
32 are found in secondary layers and cannot be further discussed. The rest are from structures 
and clear contexts, dated to the third century AD: a collapsed roof construction in Sq. ІБ that 
belongs to a still unidentified building building; the fill of ritual pits Nos. 1, 3, and 5; a 
collapsed roof in the central room of Building В; the blocking of the southern entrance of the 
partywall between the central and the eastern rooms of Building В; a hypocaust in the eastern 
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room of Building В; and the fill of the hypocaust in the eastern room of Building В. The fact 
that these structures contain both bricks and tiles securely dated by stamps of legio I Italica 
significantly helps the chronological attribution of the CORTISIBRA stamps. The 
construction of Building В is dated to the reign of the Severan Dynasty, at latest in the first 
decades of the third century AD (the collapsed roof construction in the central room belongs 
to the initial building). The as yet unidentified building, whose collapsed roof was found in 
Sq. ІБ, was constructed at the same time. Building В underwent a serious reorganization 
sometime in the 3rd c. AD, after some kind of disaster. The reconstruction included blocking 
of one of the internal entrances, the construction of a hypocaust in the eastern room and a 
significant raise of the floor level. Building В ceased to function in the last quarter of the 3rd 
c. AD, at latest. After that, the remains of the hypocaust were filled with compact yellow soil 
(terminus post quem AD 282-283). Pit No. 1 is generally dated to the first half of the 3rd c. 
AD, if not earlier. Pits Nos. 3 and 5 are dated to the last quarter of the 3rd c. AD. The signed 
building ceramics from both the fill of the hypocaust in Building B and the fill of the ritual 
pits has no chronological value, since there are materials of wide date within the 3rd c. AD. 
 Production with a CORTISIBRA stamps was used for both the construction and the 
reconstruction of Building B. This suggests a sustainable production of a brick-workshop for 
at least several decades in the 3rd c. AD, pointing to a lasting presence in Trimammium of the 
military unit to which the workshop was affiliated. It is not difficult to decode the 
abbreviation in the beginning of the inscription on the stamps: CORTISI = C(oh)ortis I. 
Obviously it means a named cohort that was common for other detachments of the same 
category, which has led to the introduction of a number, in this case: І (prima). More 
problematic is the deciphering of the text coded in the last three letters: BRA. In all 
publications so far, the auxiliary group with the CORTISIBRA stamps from Trimammium 
was identified as cohors I Bracaraugustanorum. In fact, it is a different cohort – cohors I 
Bracarorum civium Romanorum. A detailed discussion of the available data, the nature and 
the difference between the often wrongly equated cohors I Bracaraugustanorum and cohors I 
Bracarorum is offered in this paper. The numerous finds of building ceramics with stamps of 
cohors I Bracarorum in Trimammium undoubtedly suggest that, at the time of the Severan 
Dynasty, but also later in the 3rd c. AD, there was a base camp of that cohort. Therefore, 
cohors I Bracarorum was a sub-ordinate to legio I Italica, whose boundary in 2nd-3rd c. AD 
was initially from the mouth of the Olt and castellum Dimum to Tegra (included). The 
arguments put forward suggest that part of the cohort, including at least the Bican centuria as 
suggested by the gravestone of Marcus Mecilius, was sent to Chersonesos, most probably in 
the second part of the 2nd c. AD. Another interesting and hardly coincidental fact is that the 
name of the cohort which is inscribed on the gravestone of Marcus Mecilius has the 
abbreviation BRA – exactly as on the stamps from Trimammium. On these grounds, the 
inscription CORTISIBRA should be read in the following manner: C(oh)ortis I Bra(carorum). 
The second group of stamps from Trimammium, CIB, is so far found on just six tegulae. The 
stamps are identical and belong to a single type that features some peculiarities. The shape of 
the text field is unique. It is in the shape of an impression of a soldier’s boot (planta caligaris), 
the front part of which depicts in relief the five toes. In terms of the chronology of the stamps, 
the shape of the boot, whose front part is blunt, is important. The depictions of caligae of this 
type known so far date from the end of the 2nd c. AD onward. 
 In contrast to the CORTISIBRA group, decoding of the СІВ stamps from 
Trimammium is very difficult and cannot be solved without ambiguity. СІВ stamps have not 
been found so far along the Lower Danube limes and its hinterland, but such are known from 
areas to the north of the river. They come from two sites distant from each other, located in 
the provinces of Lower Dacia and Dacia Porolissensis – the castella near Slǎveni and Cǎşei, 
the latter having been identified as the ancient Samum. For the entire period, from the reign of 
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Hadrian to the reforms of Diocletian, the Lower Moesian garrison consisted, as it is presently 
known, of only one cohort – cohors I Bracarorum that could have used the abbreviation СІВ 
to mark its ceramic production. Hypothetically, the stamps from Trimammium could be 
linked to a short stay of a building vexillatio of some of the cohorts that were camping to the 
north of Danube (cohors I Augusta Nervia Pacensis Brittonum milliaria or cohors I F M 
Bryttonum Malvensis). This, however, is not very likely, since such inter-provincial exchange 
is not known in the Roman Empire. The other interpretation possibility is that the СІВ stamps 
from Trimammium are the product of a private manufacturer. 
 

* * * 
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Archaeological Excavations of Tumular Necropolis No 1 near Gorsko Ablanovo in 2008-

2009 
 

 Until now two tumular necropoleis have been definitely registered in the village land 
of Gorsko Ablanovo (Opaka Municipality, Targovishte District). The aim of this paper is to 
introduce into scientific circulation the information about Tumular Necropolis No 1, which 
was gathered through regular excavations in 2008-2009. 
 Tumular Necropolis No 1 is situated 1,5 km north-northeast from the village, in the 
locality called Sachanlaka. It consists of six tumuli, five of which (I-V) are rather well 
preserved.  
 In 2008 Tumulus VI, which lied apart from the rest ones and considerably differed 
from them by appearance and size, was entirely excavated. The tumulus was situated on 
slightly sloping from south to north ground. It was about 1 m high and had a diameter of some 
40 m. Four indisputable graves and eight other structures were discovered, studied and 
documented under the mound. The structures may be divided into three particular groups: 1) 
heapings of pottery sherds, mixed with charcoals, ash and small pieces of burnt bones; 2) 
amorphous spots of ash, charcoals and small lumps of burnt soil; 3) shallow pits with oval 
plan, filled in with ash, charcoals and burnt soil, which contain various archaeological 
materials. The stray finds from the mound might well be identified with remains of destroyed 
post-funeral rituals. 
 Graves 1, 2 and 3 were situated in the south-eastern sector of the mound. They 
contained incineration burials of the so-called busta type. The funeral pyres had been 
constructed at the same place, above pits with vertical sides and comparatively flat bottom, 
dug beneath the ground level of those times. After burning out of the pyres, the remains of the 
cremations had been uniformly scattered within the pits and the latter had been sealed with a 
layer of clay soil. Laying down of additional grave offerings before sealing the pits was 
registered in all the three cases.  

Grave 4 was discovered in the north-western periphery of the mound. It was a pit, dug 
into the sterile soil through the mound heaping, in which the remains of a cremation 
performed at some other place (in ustrina) had been laid.  

Judging by their stratigraphic position, situation and peculiarities of burial rite, Graves 
1, 2 and 3 are defined as main and synchronous. Due to them, heaping up of the tumulus had 
been initiated. Grave 4 contains a secondary burial. The grave goods from the main graves 1, 
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2 and 3 include various materials, which might be divided into three groups: constructional 
elements of the funeral pyre; clothing accessories of the dead and offerings, laid on the 
funeral pyre; offerings, laid down in the grave after burning out of the pyre. The inventory of 
Grave 4 consists only of pottery vessels, one of which had been used as urn. 

Some of the attested pottery forms were widely distributed in the whole Lower 
Danube region during the 2nd-3rd century AD. Therefore they cannot specify a closer dating. 
However, the production and distribution in Lower Moesia of other vessels is securely dated 
to the second half of the 2nd century AD. The latest coin is a dupondius of Antoninus Pius 
from Grave 2, which had been struck in AD 156-157 but was comparatively long time in use. 
It offers a reliable, although only a relative terminus post quem for dating the main graves 
from the mound. 

The buried in Tumulus VI are considered to have been members of one and the same 
family. Some specific finds give grounds to argue that Grave 1 contains a female burial, while 
Grave 3 – a male one. The dead most probably had been a wife and a husband. As far as the 
other sub-mound structures are concerned, they are considered remains of performing 
different funeral rites. Structures 4, 6 and 7 might also be interpreted as a symbolic burial. The 
presence of three (or four?) synchronous main graves points at some extraordinary 
circumstances, which had most probably affected not only the members of one particular 
family, but a wider range of people living in the neighbourhood in those times. It might have 
been an epidemic, a natural calamity or a disaster caused by human impact – a sudden attack. 
There are many arguments to claim that the Roman vicus near Gorsko Ablanovo was 
seriously hit by the Costoboces during their great incursion in AD 170-171. That seems 
exactly to have been the reason for the death of the buried in the main graves beneath 
Tumulus VI. The secondary Grave 4 is hardly much later. It may well be dated to the last 
decades of the 2nd or the very beginning of the 3rd century AD. 
 In 2009 Tumulus I was excavated. It occupied southernmost position within the 
tumular necropolis. The mound had been heaped up on a terrain with strong displacement 
from south to north, and slighter one from west to east. Looking from north, the height of the 
tumulus reached 4,40 m. Its diameter was some 20 m.  
 No grave constructions were discovered either in, or beneath the mound. The only 
structures found on the ancient ground surface within its perimeter were four hearths and a 
heaping of pottery sherds. One of the hearths yielded a rather worn out coin of Emperor 
Getas, struck in Tomis in AD 209-212, which provides a relative terminus post quem for 
heaping up of the mound.  
 Tumulus I is a typical representative of the so-called „empty” mounds. In this 
particular case, it might be considered a symbolic burial of a local aristocrat of Thracian 
origin, who had died far away from his permanent place of residence. Judging by the 
materials from the pottery heaping and the hearths, Tumulus I may be dated to the second 
quarter of the 3rd century AD. 

 
* * * 

 
ІІ-17 

S. Torbatov. Trimammium – a Roman castellum and civitas on the Lower Danube. – In: L. 
Vagalinski, N. Sharankov, S. Torbatov (eds.). The Lower Danube Roman Limes (1st – 6st c. 
AD). Sofia, 2012, 429-460 (ISBN 978-954-9472-16-5). 
 
 The toponym Trimammium first appears in the ancient written tradition in Claudius 
Ptolemy's Geographical Guide. Based on the distances noted in the Roman itineraries, 
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Trimammium is surely located on the Danube bank, in the area of the Stalpishte 
neighborhood, about 3 km west-northwest of the village of Mechka, Ruse region. 
 The authors distinguish three sites, the first two of which - the fortress and the ancient 
necropolis, are already known from earlier publications. Of interest is the new information 
about them, drawn from personal observations. The third archaeological site, registered in the 
vicinity of Stulpishte, is an unfortified settlement from the 1st millennium BC, which proves 
the hypothesis formulated by V. Velkov that the Roman Trimammium had its immediate 
Thracian predecessor. Another necropolis from the Roman era is located on the neighbouring 
plateau, just southwest of the fortress. For the whole period from the 1st to the middle of the 
5th century in different publications near Stulpishte are noted from 2 to 4 unfortified 
settlement sites, defined as 2 vici or 1 vicus and 3 villas. It can be concluded that during the 
Roman era near the military camp Trimammium, like the situation near the other castra and 
castella on the Lower Danube limes, an impressive settlement agglomeration developed. The 
legal status of the settlement, located on a large area in the valley of the Oreshe River, is 
currently unknown. Apart from the proximity to the military camp, an important factor for the 
prosperity of the civilian settlement of Trimammium was its location near one of the main 
lines of communication in the Roman Empire - the so-called Danube Road. 
 Remains of a permanent military presence should be expected in the Trimammium fort 
at the latest from the last quarter of the 1st century onwards, with appropriate fortification 
infrastructure and organization of the protected area. So far, however, no traces of settlement 
life have been registered on the site during the Early Roman period. The dating of the earliest 
structures discovered so far is generally attributed to the 2nd century, but only on the basis of 
their stratigraphic position. In the studied sector of Trimammium intensive construction 
activity was registered during the rule of the dynasty of the Severans, not later than the first 
decades of the 3rd century. It is not clear yet whether the disaster in an unspecified moment in 
the 3rd century (perhaps around the middle of century), which led to the serious 
reconstruction of Building B, was local in nature, or affected other parts of Trimammium. In 
any case, the situation was apparently stabilized and life continued its normal rhythm until the 
80s of the 3rd century, when Building B ceased to function, and in the area southwest of it 
and partly on its ruins a complex of ritual pits appeared. 
 The restoration of life in the studied sector dates back to the beginning of the 4th 
century. Ongoing repairs in Trimammium were registered in the second half of the 4th 
century. In the second half of the 5th century, if not earlier, the buildings were not use, and in 
their ruins were dug septic pits. Residential remains from that time have not been found. It is 
possible that the drastic decline in living standards was due to a change in the ethnic 
characteristics of the inhabitants of Trimammium. 
 In the 6th century, Building A was restored and was in use until the end of Late 
Antiquity. The same is considered for Building B. The stratigraphic findings from Trench A 
concerning the development of Trimammium during the Roman era and Late Antiquity are 
confirmed and partly refined by the observations made in Trench B. Here were revealed 
sections of three fortress walls in superposition, with approximately the same orientation. The 
latest of them dates from the 11th-12th century. Below it lie the remains of a fortress wall, 
sitting on the leveled destruction of an earlier one. 
 Remains of two different buildings have been cleared right next to the fortress walls. 
The time of functioning of the earlier of them is set in the period from the beginning to the 
middle of the 5th century. The later one dates from the 6th century and was abandoned during 
the construction of the fortress wall from the last quarter of the 6th century. This is interpreted 
as sure argument that the earlier fortress wall continued to be in use in the first half of the 6th 
century, which explains the absence of Trimammium among the fortresses listed by 
Procopius, repaired during the reign of Emperor Justinian. 
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 The fortified area of Trimammium is estimated at about 2,4 hectares. It should be 
noted, however, that it consists of two clearly distinct parts, which are visibly asynchronous 
and should be designated as I and II. K. Shkorpil has identified on the site and sketched the 
remains of only Trimammium I, whose area amounts to about 1,7 hectares. The fortification 
system of Trimammium I surrounds the plateau ridge of the hill and includes two stepped 
terraces with a smooth slope to the north-northeast. Trimammium II is a later appendix, 
increasing the protected area by about 0,7 hectares in a northerly direction, on the steep slope 
of the hill. 
 The data presented on the results of previous studies leave no doubt that Trimammium 
I should be identified with the military camp of the Roman era and the Late Roman period. 
Preserved written and epigraphic evidence, as well as a number of important findings from 
recent archaeological research, provide an opportunity to partially clarify another important 
issue - that of the garrison of the castle Trimammium in the 2nd – 5th century. Numerous 
building ceramics of cohors I Bracarorum from different contexts in Trimammium give 
reason to conclude that it was the garrison of the fort in the 3rd century. The fate of cohors I 
Bracarorum, as well as the vast majority of Roman auxilia from the previous period, is 
unknown after the military reforms of Emperor Diocletian. It is certain, however, that at the 
end of the 3rd and the beginning of the 4th century Trimammium was already a base camp of 
a completely different military unit - vexillatio XII catafractariorum. Around AD 378, that is, 
at the time of the data included in the Notitia Dignitatum on the condition and dislocation of 
the troops along the Lower Danube Limes in Second Moesia, an infantry unit called the 
milites Constantini encamped in Trimammium. 
 With the collapse of the Late Roman model of military organization towards the end 
of the 4th and the beginning of the 5th century, the former military camps underwent a 
significant functional-typological transformation, evolving into ordinary fortified settlements. 
The conscripts settled in them gradually lost their military character and acquired the 
appearance of a local militia. Like the other forts on the Lower Danube limes, this would have 
been the fate of Trimammium, too. Although there is no explicit evidence for this, the 
expansion of the protected area through the addition of Trimammium II can presumably be 
attributed to the 6th century, when the last massive restoration works and new construction in 
the Late Antiquity were registered at the site. 

 
* * * 
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The Garrison of Sexaginta Prista in the 1st – 3rd centuries AD 

 
Since the early 60s of the last century the foundation of the Roman military camp Sexaginta 
Prista almost unanimously has been associated in the scientific literature with the personality 
and the activities of the Emperor Vespasian. The very instructive “naval” designation of the 
fort is generally explained by the establishment there at that time of an important base of the 
Roman Moesian fleet. According to the available written and epigraphic evidence, the 
planned deployment of permanent military garrisons and the construction of the prototype of 
the Lower Danube limes east of the Yantra River is actually related to the reign of Vespasian, 
but the section of the Danube bank between the mouth of the Yantra River and the Black Sea 
had been placed under more or less effective military control of the Moesian army already 
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since the liquidation of the the Thracian Kingdom and the attribution of the so-called ripa 
Thraciae to Moesia in AD 45/46. The control was carried into effect by means of a 
deliberately created for that purpose military praefectura, subject to the the Moesian 
governor. The praefectura aimed at preparing the necessary conditions for full integration of 
the newly conquered lands. The delimitation of the territory of the province of Thrace in AD 
74 can be considered evidence that by that time the adaptive period for the lands encompassed 
by the military prefecture in ripa Thraciae already came to an end, and they became an 
integral part of the province of Moesia. Therefore, the time of functioning of the military 
prefecture in ripa Thraciae must be attributed to the period from AD 45/46 to AD 74. After 
the withdrawal of the Thracian garrisons from those places, one of the main tasks of the 
prefect was guarding and protecting the northern border of the Roman Empire in the sector 
from the mouth of the Yantra River to the Danube Delta. The Moesian fleet took a 
particularly active part in that. It is now considered that the fleet units deployed along the 
Danube from earlier times were transformed into an independent organizational structure 
simultaneously with the creation of the province of Moesia. Its territorial responsibility 
initially stretched downstream to the vicinity of Novae, but subsequently, from the mid-1st 
century onward, it also included the lower reaches of the river, which in turn implied moving 
to the east of the main naval base. After the division of Moesia in AD 86, the Moesian fleet 
preserved its organizational unity, continuing to serve both new provinces, but no later than 
the end of the 1st or the beginning of the 2nd century its main base and the headquarters of its 
prefect steadily established in Noviodunum, in the northeastern confines of Lower Moesia. 
Moving of the main base of Classis Flavia Moesica in Noviodunum aimed at more effective 
implementation of its tasks, because of the significant expansion of its territorial 
responsibilities – from Singidunum to the north coast of the Black Sea and the Crimean 
Peninsula. The choice of location for a new main naval base was not random at all – 
Noviodunum is located approximately in the middle of the controlled segment, which is not 
only logical, but theoretically and practically justified. According to the author, that must 
have been a well-advised and long-established principle of dislocation. The question where 
was located the main base of classis Moesica in the previous period has not yet been raised in 
the scientific literature. The scope of direct military responsibility of the Moesian fleet in the 
second half of the 1st century covered the section of the Danube bank from Singidunum to the 
confluence of the Danube into the Black Sea, which amounts to 1170 km. On account of its 
central position and the archaeological background ever recorded in the region of Dimum, the 
author develops the thesis that it was exactly there, where the main base of classis Moesica 
was moved around the mid-1st century AD from its previous location, given the new military 
and political realities on the Lower Danube and the extremely favorable local conditions. The 
effective control of ripa Thraciae during the existence of the military prefecture there 
required foundation immediately after AD 45/46 of a system of naval stationes along the 
Danube bank. It is at that time, when Roman Sexaginta Prista must have come into being, and 
not as a fort but exactly as a naval base. The name of the Roman naval base established by the 
modern town of Ruse – Sexaginta Prista, contains a surprisingly comprehensive indication 
not only of the strength but also of the composition of the fleet squadron stationed there. G. 
Seure first, followed by V. Beshevliev, pays special attention to the specifically named type of 
ships – pristes. The term pristis (πρίστις) is poorly attested in the ancient written tradition. All 
the mentionings (only 4 in number) refer to events from the period 201-168 BC, related to 
wars between the Hellenistic countries in the Eastern Mediterranean and to the Third 
Macedonian War of the Roman Republic. Pristes were similar in construction and function to 
lembi and both types belonged to the category of minor warships. However, they were not 
identical, and Polybius expressly noted the major difference between them: the pristis was 
equipped with a ram, while the lembus was not. The pristes are defined as small and fast ships 



 38

specially designed for escort and security duties. Although primarily oared vessels, they also 
had sails, which were used when appropriate. In taxonomic terms, pristes fell into the 
category of moneres, i.e. they had a single row of oarsmen on each side. A descriptive 
setpiece in Livy’s History (Liv. Hist. XXXV, 26 - ed. Muller), to which the former 
researchers surprisingly did not pay due attention, is of particular importance for clarifying 
the structural features of the ship type in discussion. Based on the information contained 
therein, it should be added to the above-stated characteristics of the pristis, that the ship did 
not have a deck. No images of pristes have survived. With the exception of the name of 
Sexaginta Prista, there is also no written evidence about the use of vessels of this type in the 
fleets of the Roman Empire. Based on epigraphic and iconographic evidence, it may be 
concluded that the fighting component of classis (Flavia) Moesica in the 1st – 3rd centuries 
consisted almost exclusively of fluvial liburnae. These are vessels of a higher rank, with two 
rows of oarsmen on each side and a fighting deck. However, archaeological finds from 
Oberstimm and Vechten show that, in parallel with the liburnae, the Romans used in the 1st – 
2nd centuries along the European border rivers of the Empire yet another type of smaller 
warships. The full compliance of the structural parameters derived from the written sources 
and those shown by the above-mentioned archaeological finds gives grounds to the author 
confidently to conclude, that the vessels of the so-called “Oberstimm” type are nothing but a 
historical evolution and Roman fluvial adaptation of the pristes known from the Late 
Hellenistic period in the Mediterranean. The appearance of ships of this type in the 1st 
century AD on the Lower Danube should not be considered a surprise or a kind of 
anachronism, but a regularity that can easily be explained by the specific tasks assigned to the 
fleet squadron stationed in Sexaginta Prista. Patrolling along the newly conquered and still 
unpacified lower reaches of the Danube River, with numerous islands, sleeves and riverside 
lakes and marshes, obviously necessitated reinforcement of the Moesian fleet with suitable for 
the purpose, light, fast and maneuverable warships of the discussed type. Given the functional 
and topographical identity as well as the great chronological proximity of the sites, the naval 
base in Sexaginta Prista must have strongly resembled those in Velsen and Haltern. What was 
its destiny, and that of the fleet squadron stationed in it, after disbanding the military 
prefecture in ripa Thraciae is unclear. The base might have been closed and the naval 
presence at the place limited to a mere statio. In that case, the special fleet squadron probably 
was disbanded and relocated in small formations in the vicinity of the major forts along the 
river bank. Abandonment of the existing port infrastructure, however, is highly improbable – 
it for certain continued to be used for military and civilian purpose in the following centuries. 
The memory of the large naval base that had existed in Sexaginta Prista in the past survived in 
the name of a civilian settlement, which gradually developed next to it. The same name was 
later given to a newly built auxiliary fort that was erected somewhere in its near vicinity. Was 
actually the naval base in function only for some thirty years, the absence of epigraphic 
evidence related to classis Moesica in the region of Rousse is only natural, especially if 
referred to the early stage of Roman domination in the region and its existence within an 
environment devoid of established provincial structures. The construction of permanent 
military camps east of the Yantra River, including the one in Sexaginta Prista, should be 
related most probably to the period after AD 74. Until the permanent establishment of legio 
XI Claudia in Durostorum and the redeployment of legio V Macedonica from Oescus in 
Troesmis, which took place between both Dacian Wars of Emperor Trajan or immediately 
after their completion, security and defense of the Roman Danube frontier east of the Yantra 
River were wholly entrusted to auxiliary units, supported by formations of the Moesian fleet. 
Sexaginta Prista is generally considered to have belonged throughout the period of Principate 
to the provincial border sector falling under the control of legio I Italica. However, it remains 
largely unclear what exactly that control meant, since each military unit stationed along the 
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limes was a self-dependent tactical unit and had clearly defined tasks and its own border 
segment to safeguard and defend. Different views have been expressed in the scientific 
literature until present about the auxiliary units that garrisoned Sexaginta Prista during the 
Principate and the exact time of their residence there. The thesis on the possible residence of 
cohors III Gallorum in Sexaginta Prista is totally incorrect and should be resolutely rejected. 
As some researchers suggest, cohors VII Gallorum is another auxiliary unit of Gallic origin 
that might have been stationed in Sexaginta Prista during the Principate. The first notice of its 
presence in the territory of Moesia dates back to AD 75. After the division of the province in 
AD 86 it remained within the borders of Lower Moesia and is attested there by a number of 
military diplomas dating from AD 92 to 111. The cohort was of the equitata category. Based 
on a tombstone of a soldier who died during active military service, currently dated back to 
Trajanic time, Tomis is considered by the vast majority of researchers a base camp of the 
cohort throughout its stay in Lower Moesia. Despite the absence of definitive evidence so far, 
the probability Sexaginta Prista to have been garrisoned by the unit in Trajanic and early-
Hadrianic time should not be underestimated. The presence of the cohort somewhere in this 
area in early-Hadrianic time is surely registered by an official building inscription set by it, 
which relates to the construction of a temple of Diana some 20 km south-southeast of 
Sexaginta Prista. AD 119 is a secure terminus ante quem for the departure of cohors VII 
Gallorum from Lower Moesia, and for its possible stay in Sexaginta Prista. Unlike cohors VII 
Gallorum, the residence of cohors II Mattiacorum and cohors II Flavia Brittonum in 
Sexaginta Prista during the Principate is beyond any doubt. The differences in views 
expressed so far refer to establishing only the exact time of their stay. Cohors II Mattiacorum 
appears in the epigraphic records from the Lower Danube lands in AD 99, as a part of the 
provincial army of Lower Moesia. Since then, its name is registered in a number of military 
diplomas issued for the auxiliary units of the provincial army until AD 147. After that date the 
cohort was moved to Thrace, where its presence is witnessed by a series of 7 military 
diplomas dating from AD 155 to 167/168. In AD 198 at the latest the unit was back in Lower 
Moesia. There are no later epigraphic records of its presence in the province. An inscription 
from Carnuntum set by a former tribune of cohors II Mattiacorum on 23 August 219 makes it 
clear that during his command the cohort was milliaria and equitata. The transformation from 
quingenaria into milliaria must have taken place between AD 167/168 and 20 July 198. Four 
epigraphic monuments and many stamped bricks and tiles have survived from the time of 
residence of cohors II Mattiacorum in Lower Moesia. They give reliable indications about its 
movements within the province during the 2nd century. However, the chronologically fixed 
markers of cohort’s dislocation during its witnessed stay in Lower Moesia and Thrace are 
only three: 1) AD 145 – Sexaginta Prista; 2) AD 145-161 – Sostra; 3) 20 July 198 – Sostra. 
The scientific literature is rich in assumptions on identification the base camps of the cohort, 
the sequence of their occupation and the duration of its stay in each of them. The majority of 
authors are of the opinion that the fort in Barboşi was the first camp of cohors II Mattiacorum 
in Lower Moesia, where it continuously stayed from the very moment of its appearance in the 
province. According to most of the researchers, Sexaginta Prista was the next cohort’s camp, 
which was occupied in the time of Antoninus Pius. It has also been suggested that cohors II 
Mattiacorum was moved from Barboşi to Sexaginta Prista perhaps already after the Dacian 
Wars of Emperor Trajan. Other researchers, however, keep to the view that this was unit’s 
“first address” in Lower Moesia and it resided there ever since its appearance in the province 
until about AD 145 or a little bit later in the reign of Antoninus Pius. According to the author, 
cohors II Mattiacorum arrived in Sexaginta Prista in the time of Emperor Hadrian, perhaps in 
the very beginning of its reign, and garrisoned the fort until AD 147-155, if not exactly to AD 
152. The moving of cohors II Mattiacorum from Sexaginta Prista to Sostra during the reign of 
Antoninus Pius was not a routine relocation within a particular province, but a change in the 
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affiliation of the cohort from the garrison of Lower Moesia to that of Thrace. This is just 
another example of direct exchange of troops between both provinces, since at the same time 
cohors I Cisipadensium was transferred to Lower Moesia from Thrace, where it had been 
stationed until then. The “return” of cohors II Mattiacorum to Lower Moesia, certainly 
attested in AD 198, was not related to a change of its place of location, but to the marking out 
in AD 193 of the new border between Lower Moesia and Thrace, which already ran far 
southward from its original position – along the ridge and the northern slopes of the Haemus 
Mons. The residence of cohors II Flavia Brittonum in Sexaginta Prista is certainly evidenced 
by 5 epigraphic monuments whose dating spans a long period of time – from AD 161-163 to 
AD 272-275. The cohort is first attested on the Lower Danube in AD 99, but is thought to 
have been stationed in Lower Moesia already under Domitian. From Hadrianic time at the 
latest it was equitata. Durostorum is almost unanimously considered its first camp in the 
province, where it resided until the end of the 1st/ the beginning of the 2nd century, or up to 
the permanent establishment there of legio XI Claudia. Some researchers argue that the cohort 
was directly moved from Durostorum to Sexaginta Prista, but the statement is absolutely 
groundless. It is much more plausible for the cohort to have resided until the reign of 
Antoninus Pius in the western part of the province, and in particular – in the vicinity of 
Oescus. After redeployment cohors II Mattiacorum in Thrace, the empty camp Sexaginta 
Prista immediately occupied by cohors II Flavia Brittonum, whose permanent presence here is 
followed until the reign of Emperor Aurelian. After the military reforms of Diocletian and 
Constantine I, Sexaginta Prista appears in the Notitia dignitatum as a second base camp of 
legio I Italica, with 5 cohorts of its pedatura inferioris and a newly raised cavalry unit 
(cuneus equitum armigerorum) stationed there. The idea that vexillationes of legio I Italica 
were permanently present in Sexaginta Prista during the Principate is rather popular among 
certain scholars. It is based exclusively on finds of building ceramics with stamps of the 
legion within the territory of the modern town of Rousse. However, recent archaeological 
research decisively refutes this thesis – all the numerous stratified specimens of the kind 
originate from purely civilian contexts and should be regarded as trade articles rather than 
evidence of the presence of vexillationes. 

 
* * * 
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Stamped Bricks and Tiles from Sexaginta Prista 

 
Numerous bricks and tiles with stamps dating from the Roman period and the 

beginning of the Late Antiquity have been found in the territory of Ruse at different times and 
under different circumstances. Many of the artifacts come from uncertain contexts, and their 
representation is unsatisfactory in the publications. The rescue archaeological excavations 
conducted from 1976 to 1978 and in 2005-2010 in the area of the Military Club in Rousse 
brought to light a number of new finds of the kind which already were mentioned in the 
scientific literature, but have not been yet a subject of comprehensive publication. Similar to 
the finds from the late-19th and early-20th century, the stamped building ceramics acquired in 
the course of the excavations in the 70s of the last century is not well documented. Therefore, 
its contextual affiliation could not be accurately established. The bricks and tiles from the 
excavations in the last decade are however equipped with sound scientific passports. Except 
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for being a full-value historical source by themselves, they greatly help to clarify the 
circumstances of finding the materials of this kind during the previous campaigns. 

The results of the archaeological excavations in Rousse in the last quarter of 20th and 
in the first decade of 21st century, as well as some occasional finds and field observations in 
conjunction with the intensive modern construction within the boundaries of the city in recent 
times, put to a very serious reconsideration many of the a priori established in the scientific 
literature theses concerning the chronology of settlement life, the horizontal stratigraphy and 
topography, the military and cultural history and the socio-economic development of 
Sexaginta Prista in the first half of the first millennium AD. This article is an attempt in this 
direction, based on the thorough publication and comprehensive analysis of the stamped 
ancient building ceramics from the site known until now. 

The older finds include bricks and tiles of legio I Italica, legio XI Claudia, cohors II 
Mattiacorum, and those bearing stamps LAETITIA/LAECTITIA, M. AVREL STVTIANVS, 
RVMORID, KAV and such in the form of a cross. The available information about them is 
examined in detail, in order to precisely establish the chronological and typological 
identification of the monuments, according to the achievements of modern science in this area 
of research. 

The article presents 29 antique bricks and tiles with stamps from the territory of 
Rousse, which entered the local museum from the last quarter of the last century until today. 
Most of them were found during the archaeological excavations in the area of the Military 
Club in 1976-1978 and 2005-2010, but others are incidental finds, obtained under unclear 
circumstances. The building ceramics is discussed in groups according to the registered 
stamps of the manufacturer. The type, size and circumstances of finding of the specimens are 
presented in a table (Table 1). To determine the type of each artifact, the standard Latin 
terminology is used in abbreviation (t = tegula; lc = lateris coctus; I = imbrex). Only 
completely preserved measures (length x width x thickness) are pointed out in the column 
"Size". The column "Stamp size" (length x height) includes partially preserved measurements 
as well, but they are placed in parentheses. Where possible, the finding place is marked with 
context background, a working plan-square inclusive. 

The new finds include building ceramics of legio I Italica, legio XI Claudia, cohors II 
Mattiacorum, and such with stamps RVMORID, NOVAS, COL as well as two others, only 
partially preserved – PO[...] and [...]S. 

A total of 12 kinds of stamps, some of them represented by different types and 
variants, are represented on the finds of ancient building ceramics with certain or probable 
provenance from the territory of Rousse. In terms of time, their distribution covers the period 
from the first half of the 2nd to the third quarter of the 4th century AD, but the bricks with 
cross-stamps may well be later. 

From a classification viewpoint, the stamps may be divided into 4 groups: 1) of 
military units; 2) of provincial workshops; 3) of local public workshops; 4) of local private 
manufacturers. 

The stamped building ceramics of military units is usually interpreted as a reliable 
indication of the composition of the garrison of a certain fortified place. This is only partially 
true, and even so – with a number of important reservations. In this particular case, it is 
sufficient to point out that cohors II Mattiacorum did actually garrison Sexaginta Prista in the 
second quarter of the 2nd century, and its production was undoubtedly made here. As for the 
bricks and tiles with stamps of legio I Italica and legio XI Claudia, all the specimens with 
certain provenance originate from purely civilian contexts and should be considered much 
more a matter of import, than evidence about the presence of vexillationes of those legions. 

Six of the stamps – LAETITIA/LAECTITIA, M. AVREL STVTIANVS, KAV, COL, 
PO[...] and [...]S, are interpreted as abbreviations of names of individuals who owned 
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workshops for producing building ceramics. Obviously it was not an accidental production, 
but articles of trade of workshops with established traditions and a significant volume of 
production, whose designation with specific logos was a necessity to guarantee the origin and 
quality of workmanship. Since such stamps are not known from elsewhere, it is normal to 
assume that the workshops were located exactly in Sexaginta Prista or in its near vicinity. 
Their activity covers the period from the first half of the 2nd until the mid-3rd century, when 
Sexaginta Prista experienced its greatest economic and cultural progress. 

Flavius Rumoridus is generally recognized as dux of Moesia Secunda in the time of 
Emperor Valens. Given the widespread use of bricks and tiles with stamps RVMORID along 
the Danube coast of the province, and even beyond its borders, they obviously must be 
considered production of a large provincial workshop, which might well have had a few 
officinae situated at different places, all those placed under the direct order of the senior local 
military commander and responsible for the implementation of major state contracts 
associated with the intensive fortification construction in the area at that time. 
 Assuming the identification of NOVAS on some of the stamps from Sexaginta Prista 
with the Late Roman name of Novae, those really should be accepted as production of the 
local urban (or military) officina and be interpreted as a target delivery in connection with the 
repair works on the principia of the Late Roman castellum. However, it is rather strange that 
stamps of the kind have not been found until now either in Novae, or anywhere else. 
Therefore, we should not preclude the possibility for an alternative interpretation of the stamp 
– as referring to some other settlement of similar name, or as a trademark of unknown private 
manufacturer. 

 
* * * 
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The Karalez fountain (A contribution to the history of water supply in South Dobrudzha 
in the 19 century) 

 Now the Karalez fountain is located in the central part of the village of Stefan Karadja 
(Dobrich Municipality), which, however, was founded only in the years of the second 
Romanian occupation of South Dobrudzha (1919-1940). Its name comes from the former 
village of Karailias/Karalez (now Tsarevets), which was the nearest settlement, although it 
stood more than 3 km north-northeast of it. The fountain is a massive single-facade building 
of well-worked stone blocks on a white mortar joint. It is distinguished by clean architectural 
proportions and simple plastic decoration. The water pouring through three spouts fills 19 
stone troughs, arranged in the shape of the letter П, with short and slightly open side hasts. 
 In the course of research in 1989 it was found that the facility consists of four main 
components - catchment, underground masonry conduit, clay pipeline and a real fountain. 
 The peculiarities of the relief and the geological structure are the reason for the almost 
complete absence of larger springs in the interior of Southeastern Dobrudzha. The Karalez 
fountain was built outside the settlement, right where the important Ottoman-era Trans-
Dobrudzha road between Hadjioglu Pazardzhik (now Dobrich) and Babadag branches into 
two alternative routes - through Musa Bey (now Izvorovo, General Toshevo municipality) and 
via Kobadin (Constanta district, Romania). The construction by private individuals as a sebap 
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of monumental roadside fountains with numerous watering troughs is a practice attested 
within the Dobrudzha borders of the Ottoman Empire in the second half of the 16th century. 
 The construction of the Karalez fountain - this impressive monument of hydraulic 
engineering, undoubtedly required significant financial resources, highly qualified specialists 
and an atmosphere of economic prosperity and political stability. Undertaking a construction 
of such a scale seems very unlikely in the years before the middle of the 19th century. The 
existence of the monument was first attested in the Russian 3-verst map (M 1: 126 000), based 
on military topographic photographs and measurements from 1869, which were subsequently 
updated and supplemented during the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878. 
 If the proposed chronological terms are correct, then the construction of the Karalez 
fountain should most likely be attributed to the fifth or sixth decade of the 19th century. 

 
* * * 
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Emperor Constantine I and the Downfall of Paganism in the Eastern Balkans: 

archaeological evidence 
 
 Sustainability of traditional pagan religious system among the indigenous Thracian 
population in the Late Antiquity is a phenomenon long registered and repeatedly discussed in 
the scientific literature. In regard to that, particular importance is attached to the chronology 
of pagan shrines. In Bulgarian historiography currently dominates the view that the majority 
of the rural pagan places of worship continued normally to function until at least the end of 
the 4th century. It is also argued that the registered direct manifestations of religious 
antagonism in rural context during the Late Antiquity, which had resulted in destruction of 
pagan shrines and erection over their ruins or next to them of Christian religious buildings, 
apply to the end of 4th/the beginning of 5th century at the earliest, all that being placed within 
the context of the anti-pagan legislation of emperor Theodosius I from the early-90s of the 4th 
century. Disruption of functioning of pagan places of worship before that time is considered a 
rare exception, most likely due to the barbarian invasions of the middle and the second half of 
the 3rd century. 
 However, there is a serious flaw in the proposed chronological scheme – it is built 
exclusively on numismatic evidence and exagerates the dating value of coin finds. Although it 
is claimed that the late Roman coins from the pagan shrines come from regular cultural 
deposits, which indicates that they were offered in functioning sites, not a single example is 
known so far to duly prove that. 
 One should clearly distinguish the terms “dating of a shrine” and “dating of a place of 
worship”, because destruction of a shrine does not mean obliteration of tradition. The 
presence of later materials at a particular cult site might well be explained by continuous 
worshipping the very place and frequent visits to it of adherents of the old pagan religion. The 
chronological span of coin series from pagan shrines does not necessarily coincide with the 
time of their normal functioning. It is very instructive that the dating of the cult monuments 
found in them is significantly earlier and overlaps only a part of the chronological range 
outlined by the coin finds. The nature of damage inflicted on statues and votive reliefs at 
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many places is fully consistent with the literary description of the so-called “demolition of 
idols”, very characteristic of the anti-pagan campaigns during the 4th century.  
 The first of those was undertaken by the Christian church in the eastern provinces of 
the Roman Empire in the time soon after Constantine I remained a sole ruler in the autumn of 
AD 324. It can hardly be a mere coincidence that the last known so far inscriptions with 
pagan religious content from the territory of the Eastern Balkans date exactly to the time of 
Emperor Licinius. The end of Licinius’ reign marks a turning point in the development of the 
religious life in the Eastern Balkans. 
 Although no motives of religious nature are explicitly stated in the written sources, it 
is frequently considered that both wars between Constantine and Licinius were fought for 
religious reasons. Nevertheless, not a single action openly tolerating Christianity at the 
expense of paganism has been registered so far in the period 316/317-324 in the central part 
of the Balkan Peninsula, which was incorporated into the empire of Constantine after the so-
called War of Cibalae. The situation however dramatically changed after the elimination of 
Licinius in the autumn of AD 324. The written sources unambiguously prove that, along with 
the measures to develop and strengthen the territorial organization of the Christian church, 
during the sole reign of Constantine I a large-scale anti-pagan campaign was initiated and 
carried out in good coordination throughout the eastern provinces of the Roman Empire. 
Unlike the practice in the time of the Great Persecution, the campaign did not aim at 
extermination of the most prominent and influential adherents of paganism, but at giving a 
strong and edifying, though still not smashing blow on the ideological and material 
foundations of paganism itself. 
 The written evidence warrants distinguishing of two particular stages in the 
implementation of this campaign. The first of those, which might well be marked as 
“preparatory”, is related to the much debated but hardly contestable anti-pagan legislation of 
Constantine from the months immediately after the battle of Chrysopolis. The second stage, 
suitably definable by the expression “controlled violence”, is to be attributed to the years 330-
331. It included general demolition of pagan idols and razing to the ground of the most 
revered temples and shrines. The destruction of the pagan shrines at the site of Lord's 
resurrection and in Mamre, which aimed at purifying from “pollution” of the Christian Holy 
places and took place perhaps already in AD 326, might be considered a kind of a preliminary 
test of the public opinion and a prologue to the decisive second stage of the campaign. 
 The Eastern Balkans provide reliable archaeological evidence in support to this theses. 
 Unless it can certainly be attributed to the effects of barbarian invasions, the 
archaeological evidence on destruction and edifying outrage over pagan cult sites from the 
first half of the 4th century should precisely be related to the second stage of Constantine’s 
anti-pagan campaign. We have explicit or highly reliable archaeological information on that 
from 13 sites – the sanctuaries in Montana, Lilyache, Mezdra, Dolni Kozyak, Sapareva banya, 
Perushtitsa, Karanovo, Dyadovo, Chatalka, Telerig, Shishmantsi, Touida and Sexaginta 
Prista. The destruction of several pagan temples in Pautalia and at least one in Serdica, as well 
as of the sanctuary near Kopilovtsi, is also to be attributed on reliable grounds to the events of 
AD 330-331. The same campaign must have put out of function the shrines by Slivnitza and 
Pernik in the near vicinity of Serdica, as well as those by Glava Panega, Viden, Lozen and 
Ruchey, whose remains reveal exactly the same style of demolition and the coin series from 
which end with issues of Constantine I and Constantius II. The enumerated sites are located in 
different geographical context – in cities, semi-urban settlements, villages, an emporium and a 
villa. However, a significant number of them (Lilyache, Kopilovtsi, Telerig, Slivnitza, Pernik, 
Glava Panega, Lozen, Ruchey) occupy an isolated position in the settlement system of that 
time, which highlights, along with the richness of the votive material and the explicit 
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epigraphic evidence, their supra-local importance. Similar, if not greater, was the status of the 
sanctuary of Diana and Apollo in Montana. 
 A number of Constantinian fortifications from the last decade of his reign in dioecesis 
Thracia give indirect information on the same anti-pagan campaign (Zaldapa, Sacidava, 
Capidava, Histria, Ulmetum, Abritus, Touida). All those have yielded numerous epigraphic 
monuments of pagan religious content, reused as spolia in their original Late Roman 
structure, which with no doubt derive from destroyed pagan temples and shrines. 
 The above-presented evidence gives grounds to conclude that the second stage of 
Constantine’s anti-pagan campaign, which aimed at “destruction of idol temples and images 
everywhere” according to Eusebius, was really ubiquitous and of hitherto unsuspected vigour 
in the Eastern Balkans.  
 With the explicit ban on the central and most essential ritual practices and with the 
destruction of the most influential as well as a number of “ordinary” temples and shrines, the 
anti-pagan campaign of Constantine I in the years 324-331 had the effect of a powerful shock 
at institutional level on the paganism in the Eastern Balkans. The disintegration of the old 
religiuos structures went along with a process of well-advised, rapid and methodical 
consolidation of the Christian Church, whose newly built territorial structures were granted 
wide civic powers. All that gives reason to conclude that the last 13 years of Constantine’s 
reign mark the beginning of a precipitous downfall of paganism in the Eastern Balkans. 

 
* * * 
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Three Deposits of tools from the Late Roman Period in Southern Dobrogea 
 
 During 1992 the Regional Museum of History in Dobrich (Tolbuhin) have been 
delivered three deposits of agricultural tools made out of iron. They were discovered in 
random circumstances in the territory of ancient settlements near the villages of Kolartsi and 
Guslar, Tervel municipality.  
 Two of the deposits come from Guslar. They were found in different places, but within 
the cnfines of one and the same settlement, which covers an area of about 10 hectares and is 
located to the northwest of the locality called Eski Koria, at a distance of 1,45 km NNE of the 
village. The earliest coins from this place known to this day are dated to the first decade of the 
3rd c. AD. After the numismatic data, the life in this settlement came to an end due to the 
Second Gothic War of Emperor Valens (AD 376-378). A few years of anarchy led to radical 
changes in the settlement structure in Southern Dobrogea. Subsequently, the 70s and early-
80s of the 4th c. can be considered a credible terminus ante quem for burying both deposits. 
However, it remains uncertain whether these tools were deliberately hidden or they were left 
behind in time of great danger for their owners. 
 The first deposit (Guslar 1) consists of 12 tools, which can be divided into five groups. 
The first four groups in it include tools associated with particular branches of production – 
agriculture (hoe, sickle), woodworking (axe, axe-hammer, adze-hammer, auger, chisel, two 
drawknives), metalworking (melting pot) and construction (trowel). To the fifth group 
belongs an iron handle from a basket found together with the above-described tools. The most 
likely explanation for the presence of this object may be that all of the instruments were kept 
in a basket, or placed in it for storage. In general, the tools from Guslar 1 belong to the current 
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typology of those days. They circulated both in the Roman and Roman-Byzantine era in a 
wide geographic area and are often found in contexts dating from the 4th to the early-7th c. 
AD. 
 The second deposit (Guslar 2) consists of nine parts. They had a specialized usage – 
agriculture (2 scythes and a sickle) and woodworking (an axe, 2 adze-hammers and a chisel). 
Another piece is considered as having been used in different ways (hoe, adze or even 
something else). The deposit also contains a bar of iron of special form, which had been used 
by blacksmiths for forging in the workshops. 
 The third deposit comes from a settlement located on the lands of Kolartsi, in the 
locality Otula 2,35 km ENE from the village. It occupies an area of about 20 hectares. 
According to the coin finds from the site, it came into being in the Roman period and ceased 
to exit in AD 376-378. Later, during the First Bulgarian Kingdom, the life resumed at this 
place. The deposit was found in the southern part of the settlement, which had been also 
inhabited during the Middle Ages. Similar to both deposits from Guslar, it can be dated to the 
late-70s of the 4th c. AD. It consists of 3 chisels, a special tool (maybe a knife from a plane), 
an iron bar and an unidentified object. 
 In many previous publications the large number of discoveries of similar composition 
are considered as hidden during the invasion of the Goths in the 70s of the 4th c. AD. 
Analyzing the content of the deposits from Guslar and Kolartsi, the general opinion is that in 
all the three cases they represent the inventory of small or larger households, which had not a 
clear specialization. The discovery is relevant for the interpretation of the social structure of 
those days. We know three more tool deposits from the same period in Southern Dobrogea – 
from Angelariy, Bozhurovo and Topola. 
 

* * * 
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PALATIUM/PALATIOLUM 

(the ancient settlement under the modern village of Baykal, Pleven District) 
 

There are many uncertainties in the currently available information about the 
Bulgarian section of the Roman Danube limes and, due to that, the modern scientific literature 
is still rich in theses which openly contradict the ancient written records and the 
archaeological realities. This indicates that it is time to proceed to detailed field verification 
and reconsideration of the empirical material. The reasonable approach to this enormous 
challenge lies in preparation of critical-analytical studies on problem sites and micro-regions, 
in order to create the preconditions for a comprehensive synthesis in the future. 
This article is the first one of a planned series of publications designed to bring clarity and 
reject the existing defects in the current interpretation of various aspects related to the nature, 
structure and history of the Roman Danube Limes within the borders of Bulgaria. 

The village of Baykal is located in the northwestern part of Pleven District. It is 
situated on a non-flooded terrace at the northern foot of the Bozhevski Bair hill, in the corner 
between the Danube bank and the left bank of the Iskar river, near its mouth. The northeastern 
part of this terrace is higher and looks like a peninsula surrounded by a wide gorge from the 
southwest, south and southeast. This area of some 15 ha is now fully built-up. It is named 
"Селище", which means “Old Settlement”. Although no archaeological excavations have 
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been carried out here so far, the architectural remains and multiple random finds which are 
constantly coming to light testify to established settlement life at this place for centuries. 

The earliest record of the presence here of significant remains of archaeological nature 
is to be found in Volume II of Count Luigi Marsili’s work "Danubius Pannonico-mysicus", 
which was printed in 1726, but reflects personal field observations of the author from the last 
decade of the 17th century. The title of the paragraph in question – "Gegende", has misled 
former researchers, who, without exception, consider it as the first description of the Roman 
city of Oescus, which is definitely localized on the northern outskirts of the village of Gigen, 
about 3 km south from the Danube bank. By comparing the information in the work of L. 
Marsili and on the map of C. Cantacuzino, printed in 1700, it is suggested that at the end of 
the 17th century a newly established settlement structure named Dogigen/Gegende existed to 
the northwest of Gigen, at the place of the modern village of Baykal. 

According to the description of L. Marsili, the ruins of the ancient fortress in Gegende 
lay on a picturesque hill covered with vineyards and separated from the mainland by a moat. 
In topographical terms, the situation exactly corresponds to the locality called "Селище" in 
the northeast part of Baykal. The plan of the castle is defined as square. From the side facing 
the Danube an earthen rampart (agger) stretched towards the river bank. Remains of an 
enormous wall were clearly observable on the very bank, just next to the water. The isolated 
nature and the very location of this linear structure give reason to interpret it as a quay wall of 
ancient harbour works. Given the devastation caused by time, L. Marsili did not succeed to 
precisely determine whether the ruins described by him belonged to a Roman fortress 
(praesidium), or rather to a colony, established there because of the favourable conditions of 
the site. 

The antiquities in Baykal drew attention of the investigators of the past only two 
centuries later. From the late-19th century are the short but very meaningful notes of V. 
Dobruski and K. Škorpil, which efficiently complement and clarify each other. Numerous 
random archaeological finds and monuments from Baykal were introduced in scientific 
circulation over the next few decades, significantly expanding the notion about the 
chronological scope of human habitation in the territory of the present village. The available 
information on the discussed old settlement was summarized and supplemented in the register 
of archaeological monuments in Pleven District, which was printed in 1979. In abbreviated 
form, the same information was reproduced in a later publication by the same author. In both 
these works the ancient settlement under the modern village Baykal is convincingly identified 
with Palatium and Παλατίολον/Παλάστολον, known from the Late Roman and Early 
Byzantine written sources. 

The extensive critical analysis of the documentary and archaeological evidence as well 
as the corrections and clarifications made in connection with the previously expressed views 
enable a new and different perspective of the ancient history of Baykal. 

The earliest surely attested traces of permanent human presence at this place date back 
to the Early Iron Age. Either uninterruptedly or with certain breaks, occupation of the site 
continued in the Later Iron Age. The Roman conquest of Thrace had a beneficial impact on 
the development of the existing autochthonous settlement. The proximity of the legionary 
camp and later Roman colony Oescus was a particularly potent stimulator of that. Already in 
the first half of the 1st c. AD estates of military veterans were established here. Judging by the 
remains of monumental architecture and the rich grave finds, the process went on over the 
next two centuries, covering other segments of the rich provincial population as well. Over 
the time, this initially villa-suburb of Oescus acquired the characteristics of a self-dependent, 
huge and well-planned settlement, probably with the legal statute of vicus, whose appearance 
gave grounds to its inhabitants for proudly naming it Palatium (or Palatiolum: "Small 
Palatium"), with obvious allusion to the Palatine Hill in Rome. 
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Another crucial factor for the development of Palatium/Palatiolum in the Roman 
period was the existence there at that time of a river harbour, the location of which 
approximately corresponds to the modern port of Baykal, i.e. to the west of the ancient 
settlement. The symbiosis of Oescus with Palatium/Palatiolum was completely identical to 
that of Athens and Rome with their ports – Piraeus and Ostia respectively. 

Palatium/Palatiolum does not appear in the Roman itineraries because it was not 
located on the roads described or depicted on them. The section of the Roman Danube road 
between Valeriana (modern Dolni Vadin) and Oescus was traced at a large distance from the 
Danube riverbank. 

The text of the Notitia Dignitatum gives grounds to conclude that Palatium/Palatiolum 
still was not fortified and incorporated into the Late Roman defense system along the Danube 
bank by the end of the reign of Emperor Constantius II. That must have taken place later in 
the 4th century – probably in the time of Emperor Valens, because of the escalating barbarian 
threat. Nevertheless, the walls seem hardly to have stopped the Huns in the first half of the 5th 
century.  

In the mid-6th century, maybe after a temporary recess of settlement life, the fortress 
of Palatiolum was rebuilt by Emperor Justinian I and continued to function until at least the 
first decade of the 7thcentury. After a long hiatus in occupation of the site, in the last 
centuries of the First Bulgarian Kingdom a new medieval settlement appeared on the ruins of 
the former Palatiolum. It ceased existing during the invasions of the late nomads in the first 
half of the 11th century. 

 
* * * 
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 Mezdra is a small town and important railroad station in North-Western Bulgaria. 
There is a low rocky hill on the south-western outskirts of the town, which rises on the left 
bank of the Iskar River. The hill is called Kaleto (The Fortress), because of the impressive 
ruins of an old, whose walls still rise to a height of some 7 m on the northern side. The walled 
area is about 2500 square metres. 
 According to the excavators, the occupation of the site began in the Chalcolithic and 
continued through the Bronze and Iron Ages into the Roman period, the Late Antiquity and 
the Bulgarian medieval period – from the 8th up to the end of the 14th century AD. 
 The new studies aim at clarifying the stratigraphic situation and specifying the 
chronology and nature of occupation of the site during the Roman period and the Late 
Antiquity. The field research work that has been carried out since 2005 proves the existence 
of six distinct building periods (two of them with two phases each), which date back to the 
time from the mid-2nd century up to the second half of the 6th century AD. The consecutive 
existence has been established at this place of a Roman fort from the second half of the 2nd 
century, a pagan religious centre from the 3rd and early-4th century, and a fortified settlement 
from the 4th – 6th centuries, with two distinct phases of development – a Late Roman and an 
Early Byzantine one. 
  

* * * 
 



 49

ІІ-25 

С. Торбатов. Градищата край Крепча. – В: Б. Борисов (ред.). Проф. д-р Борис Д. 
Борисов. Ученици и приятели (ВТУ “Св. св. Кирил и Методий” и българската 
археология, 2). Велико Търново, 2016, 347-370 (ISBN 978-619-205-041-2). 

 
THE HILL-TOP FORTIFICATIONS NEAR KREPCHA 

 
Three hill-top fortifications are known at present in the vicinity of the village of 

Krepcha, Targovishte District. Although they belong to different village lands according to 
the modern administrative division, their historical destiny was very closely interconnected, as 
shown by the results of recent studies. All they are known for many decades, but the available 
information about them turned out to be not only incomplete and inaccurate, but largely 
misleading, and in some aspects - even totally wrong. This work aims at introducing into 
scientific use the new data on the topography, architecture and history of these sites, which 
has been acquired during field research in 2009 and 2010, with an attempt to clarify their 
functional nature during the recorded periods of occupation and their place in the settlement 
network of those times. 

Garchinovsko gradishte is generally considered a "Late Antique fortress." However, 
based on the new evidence, it must definitely be removed from the list of Late Antique 
fortified centres. The whole archaeological environment, including artifacts, planning scheme 
and features of fortification construction as well as nature of domestic construction, clearly 
indicates that it must be attributed to the monuments of provincial stone fortification from the 
period of the First Bulgarian Kingdom – the end of th 9th/beginning of the 10th c. In full 
accordance with the peculiarities of the settlement system of that time, it was built about 20 
kilometers southeast from the most important city in this part of Medieval Bulgaria – 
Cherven, probably with functions of regional military and administrative centre. The absence 
of later material from the territory of Garchinovsko gradishte gives grounds to conclude that 
the fortress was destroyed already during the Byzantine conquest of Eastern Bulgaria in the 
third quarter of the 10th c., or by the Pechenegs in first half of the 11th century at the latest. 
The nature of land-use within the bounds of the medieval fortification in the previous 
historical periods, attested by a few insignificant finds from the southernmost part of the hill, 
is unclear. 

Dzhin kale is also considered a "Late Antique fortress." The new field study 
established for sure that the fortress wall encircles the entire inhabited territory on the 
peninsula, except for the west side, which is naturally protected. The total fortified area is 
about 1 ha and is divided by intermediate walls not in two, but in four particular zones. 
Occupation of the naturally protected rocky peninsula started in the second half of the first 
millennium BC at the latest. The nature of this occupation can not yet be determined with 
certainty but, judging by the quantity and diversity of the ceramic material and the fact that it 
is evenly spread all over the northern half of the peninsula, one might speak of a medium-size 
Thracian settlement, which might well have been fortified. The settlement seems to have 
survived the Roman conquest, continuing to exist maybe until the end of the 1st c. AD. The 
next phase in the occupation of the site undoubtedly belongs to the Late Antiquity. Sometime 
in the 4th c., a strong fort bearing the features of the contemporary fortification art was 
erected on the long-abandoned and uninhabited peninsula. It has repeatedly rebuilt and 
expanded later and functioned until the end of the 6th century. Like many identical examples 
from the territory between the Danube and the Balkan Mountains, after a break of nearly three 
centuries, by the end of the 9th or early in the 10th c. the occupation of the peninsula, still 
well protected by the remains of the Late Antiquity fortress, resumed. As evidenced by 
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archaeological material, the occupation of Dzhin kale during the Middle Ages continued until 
the 13th c. There are serious grounds to argue that the southernmost fortified part of the site 
(zone III) is a medieval annex to the repaired and brought in functional fitness Late Antique 
fortress. It can be assumed that, after the conquest of Eastern Bulgaria by Byzantium in the 
second half of the 10th c. and the destruction of the former regional military and 
administrative centre, which has been identified with Garchinovsko gradishte, the medieval 
settlement Dzhin kale inherited its functions, significantly expanded in area and acquired 
urban look, if not even statute. The latest materials currently known from here date back to 
the 13th c., which might be regarded as an indication that the settlement (city?) was destroyed 
by the Tartar invasions of those times. 

The detailed ground survey in 2009 provided a satisfactory clarification of the very 
conflicting information about Buyuk Kale. It was accertained that two impressive by size 
fortifications consistently existed at this place. Although built in completely different 
construction technique, the later fortification overlies the remains of the earlier one and 
strictly reproduces its plan. The fortified area exceeds 43 ha. The appearance of the earlier  
fortification should safely be referred to the Later Iron Age, and placed in the context of the 
formation of the settlement network of that time in the region. The topographical and 
structural features of the earthen fortification are typical of the traditions of fortification art 
from the second half of the first millennium BC in the northern parts of Thrace. The newly 
established settlement centre was of fortified type. The large quantity and typological 
diversity as well as the relatively uniform spatial distribution of the ceramic material testify 
that the site had been continuously inhabited for a long time. After centuries-long break, the 
life at this place resumed only during the Second Bulgarian Kingdom. While of stone, the 
newly-built fortifications of that time do not meet the contemporary construction standards. 
That suggests that the original fortification building was carried out in haste, in mostly 
unfavourable conditions. Given the currently available data, it seems quite plausible to 
assume that the medieval fortress Buyuk kale was built by the inhabitants of the nearby Dzhin 
kale, who survived the destruction of the latter. Moreover, Buyuk kale should be considered 
an immediate successor of Dzhin kale’s regional administrative functions as well as its 
original name, after it ceased to exist in the 13th c. The dating of the medieval archaeological 
material, which is exclusively from the time of the Second Bulgarian kingdom, the size of 
Buyuk Kale and the registered all about synchronous residential, religious and economic 
infrastructure fully confirm the proposed identification of the site with Tsar Ivan Shishman’s 
stronghold Krapchene/Girpiche, conquered during the march of Ali Pasha in 1388/1389. 
 

* * * 
 

ІІ-26 

С. Торбатов. Anasamus/Ansamus/Ἀσημοῦς/Ἀσήμος (античните селищни и 
фортификационни останки край устието на р. Осъм). – Bulgarian e-Journal of 
Archaeology, 6.1, 2016, 39-97 (ISSN 1314-50-88). 

 

Anasamus/Ansamus/Ἀσημοῦς/Ἀσήμος 
(the Roman, Late Roman and Early Byzantine settlement and fortification remains near 

the Osam River’s mouth) 

 
The first part of the paper discusses the written sources about the Roman road station 

Anasamus, the Late Roman military fort Ansamus, and the Early Byzantine fortified 
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settlement and later city Ἀσημοῦς/Ἀσήμος. All these toponyms refer to one and the same 
site,depicting its development and functional transformations through the ages. The reference 
in Tabula Peutingeriana, mentioning Anasamo (abl. sing.; nom. Anasamus)as a road station 
on the Roman Danube road, should be considered chronologically the earliest one. This 
information goes back to the predecessor of the latest version from the reign of Emperor 
Theodosius II – the so-called Roadmap A, created in the early 3rd c. AD, during the reign of 
Septimius Severus and Caracalla. The Anonymous author of Ravenna notes Ansamon as a 
civitas placed between Securisca and Bion. Given that the story about the region under 
discussion is strictly subject to the administrative arrangements of the Roman Empire during 
the period of the Principate, the information can hardly be referred to later than the 60s/70s of 
the 3rd c. Next in chronological order is the notice found in the Notitia Dignitatum, where 
Ansamo (abl. sing.; nom. Ansamus) is pointed as the garrison place of a military unit called 
milites praeventores. According to the analysis of the chapter on Moesia Secunda in Pars 
Orientis of the Notitia Dignitatum, it was finally edited around AD 394-395, but actually 
reflects the composition and dislocation of the border troops there by AD 378. The 
typological nature of Ansamus is not registered in the document, but, given its undoubted 
belonging to the military fortification infrastructure and the composition of its garrison, it 
should confidently be identified with castellum. In a lengthy story recounted by Priscus of 
Panion in one of the preserved fragments of his historical work is mentioned Ἀσημοῦς – “a 
robust fortress, which is not very far from Illyria and is located in Thrace”. Although Asemus 
seems to have lost the character of a true military camp by the middle of the 5th c., it still 
housed at that time well prepared and skillfully commanded professional soldiers, who by 
tactics very much resembled the garrison of Ansamus in the 4th c. The settlement reappears in 
the written sources a century and a half later in the “History” of Theophylact Simocatta, in the 
context of the epic struggles of Byzantium to overcome the critical situation on the Lower 
Danube during the last years of the reign of Emperor Maurice. Ἀσήμος/Ἀσήμον is repeatedly 
mentioned in the text as a “city”, in different terminological variations. It seems to have been 
granted that new legal statute in the time of Emperor Justin I. The latest notice about the site 
is from AD 602, after which it disappears forever from the written sources. 

The second part of the paper presents a critical analysis of the opinions expressed so 
far about the exact location of the site – those of E. Böcking, A. Laurian, D. Destunis, G. 
Lejean, T. Mommsen, F. Kanitz, V. Tomaschek, B. Dyakovich, K. Škorpil, K. Miller, B. 
Gerov, D. Mitova-Dzhonova, T. Kovacheva, M. Zahariade, N. Gudea, M. Madjarov. Based 
on archaeological realities, categorically is rejected the location hypotheses linking the site 
with Muselievo and Nikopol. The conclusion is that the site had always been situated in the 
village land of Cherkovitsa, in the immediate vicinity of the Osam River’s mouth, on its left 
bank in the earlier period, and on the right bank during the Late Antiquity. 

The third part of the paper is a synthesis on the Early Roman Anasamus (a military 
camp, civil settlement and road station), based on the available archaeological and epigraphic 
information as well as on personal ground observations and reinterpretation of the evidence. 
Anasamus from Tabula Peutingeriana should certainly be identified with the settlement 
remains from the Roman period in the northern and northeastern parts of the modern village 
of Cherkovitsa, which not only lie on the route of the Roman Danube road, but are at exactly 
nine Roman miles from the previous road station Utus. Immediately to the northwest of 
Cherkovitsa are preserved remains of an Early Roman earthen military camp, partially 
overlain and cut through by fortification earthworks from the late Ottoman period. The 
eastern part of the camp is completely destroyed by terracing the slope and modern 
construction in recent times. Its area certainly exceeds 3,5 hectares, indicating that the camp 
was intended for stationing of a cavalry auxiliary unit of the category ala quingenaria if not 
even ala milliaria. The name of the fort is not directly registered in the written sources, but 
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there can hardly be any doubt that it was Anasamus, just like the name of the nearby road 
station attested in Tabula Peutingeriana. The fort Anasamus belongs to the earliest examples 
of Roman fortification in Bulgarian, as the area in which it was built had been under 
permanent jurisdiction of the Roman Empire from the time after the campaigns of Marcus 
Licinius Crassus in 29-28 BC – at first within the province of Macedonia, later in the form of 
a military prefecture and from AD 12 onwards as an autonomous province named Moesia. By 
happy coincidence, we currently have epigraphic data enabling satisfactory clarification of the 
question about the fort’s garrison during different time periods in the 1st c. AD. The earliest 
evidence refers to ala Scubulorum, whose name is attested on a tombstone placed for the 
deceased Avillia Lynche by C. Fullonius, decurion in the ala. The residence of the unit in 
Moesia is attributed to the reign of Emperor Tiberius and the initial period of the reign of 
Claudius. Between AD 46 and 49 the ala was moved to Pannonia. From Cherkovitsa comes 
yet another epigraphic monument, in which the name of a military unit is mentioned. It is the 
tombstone of Blandu[s], Sing(i?)ber(t?)i f(ilius), a rider from ala Bosporanorum. This 
inscription is the first and only witness so far about the stay of the unit in Moesia. Its dating to 
the 1st c. AD is not disputed by anyone, but while some researchers find the linguistic 
features of the text and the appearance of the monument as indicative rather of the first than 
the second half of the century, according to others those peculiarities are equally characteristic 
of the whole 1st c. Although the name of ala Bosporanorum (= Bosphorana = I Bosphorana 
= Bosphoranorum = Βωσπορεάνα = I Bosporanorum = I Gallorum et Bosporanorum) is 
present in many epigraphic monuments of different dating and different nature, many aspects 
of the history and movements of the unit until AD 112 still remain a mystery. A detailed 
critical analysis is presented of all the available data and the expressed hitherto views about 
the combat itinerary of the ala from its creation to its movement to Pannonia around the 
beginning of the 2nd c. According to the new reading of the facts, it is argued that the initial 
deployment of the military unit had been in the province of Syria, from where it was 
transfered to Moesia in the first half of AD 68, together with legio III Gallica. Furthermore, 
the end of the military career of T. Rutilius Varus, who had been a tribunus militum in legio V 
Macedonica and was later appointed praefectus of ala Bosporanorum, must be associated 
with the “Moesian” and not the “Syrian” period in the ala’s history, being placed in the time 
after AD 71 and before AD 73/74, and not in the regnal years of Emperor Nero. Probably in 
the period AD 73-75 the ala was moved from Moesia to the province of Asia, where it 
remained until its transfer to Pannonia. Already in AD 101-102 the section of the former 
Lower Moesian limes around the mouth of the Osam River ceased to be an imperial border 
for a long time – at least until the middle of the 3rd c., if not even till the evacuation of the 
Dacian provinces under Emperor Aurelian. That obviously made the military camp Anasamus 
redundant, which must have been abandoned already at the outset of the 2nd c. However, the 
life in the civil settlement at this place continued with vigorous pace, which gives ground to 
some researchers to suggest a new centre of urban life. Unfortunately, lack of investigations 
and meager archaeological material make it impossible to establish the upper chronological 
limit of habitation. 
The last part of the paper discusses the remains of the Late Roman and Early Byzantine 
Ansamus/Ἀσημοῦς/Ἀσήμος, convincingly identified with the so-called “Osamsko kale” (Osam 
Fortress). The fortress is located on a rocky hill on the right bank of the Osam River, 1,6 km 
to the southeast of the centre of Cherkovitsa and about 2 km in the same direction from the 
Early Roman military camp. The site has never been studied archaeologically but has been 
repeatedly visited by antiquarians and professional archaeologists, who have left notes about 
what they saw on the ground. All those pieces of evidence are put to detailed critical analysis. 
On their basis, and aided by personal observations, a synthesis of the preserved archaeological 
evidence if offered here. The total protected area of the fortress exceeds 1,15 ha and is divided 
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by intermediate walls into three particular fortified parts, whose chronology can not be 
precisely established. On the basis of written evidence, preserved structures and 
archaeological material one may conclude that the Late Roman military fort Ansamus was 
erected no later than the first decades of the 4th c. Given its relatively not numerous garrison, 
it is difficult to accept that the fort occupied the whole ridge of the hill. More likely it covered 
only the top two terraces, having an area of no more than 0,4 ha. The enlargement of the 
protected area should be related to the functional transformation of the former military camp 
into a fortified settlement, which followed the collapse of the Late Roman model of military 
organization in the Lower Danube provinces at the end of the 4th/beginning of the 5th c. By 
the middle of the 5th c. Ἀσημοῦς is described as a “strong fortress”, able to resist the Huns’ 
pressure. In the second half of the 6th c. Ἀσήμος is already a flourishing city, with all the 
requisites of urban life of that time. The exact time and circumstances that led to its downfall 
are unknown. The archaeological material attests to the appearance and development over its 
ruins of a completely new settlement structure during the 10th-12th c. 

 
* * * 

 
ІІ-27 

С. Торбатов. „Най-крайната част на илирийските предели”. – Bulgarian e-Journal of 
Archaeology, 6.2, 2016, 233-276 (ISSN 1314-50-88). 

 
“The extremity of the Illyrian territory” 

 
In his work “De aedificiis”, Procopius of Caesarea ends the description of Justinianic 

fortifications along the Ister River within the confines of Illyricum naming two sites located 
“at the extremity of the Illyrian territory” – Λαπιδαρίας and Λουκερναριαβούργου. The second 
one is mentioned once again (this time as Λουκερναριαβοῦργον) in the following text of the 
treatise as a topographic marker, eastwards from which the territory of Thrace begins. The 
first part of this paper provides comments on the written evidence and presents a thorough 
critical analysis of its interpretations. Both toponyms are Greek transcriptions of Latin 
originals. As far as the first one is concerned, the name is easily restored as Lapidarias and its 
origin is convincingly referred to the existence of certain well-known in those times quarries 
(latomiae/lautumiae lapidariae), in the vicinity of which the fort was built. The establishment 
and explanation of the other toponym is much more difficult. Most researchers present the 
Latin original in the form 
Lucernariaburgu/Lucernariaburgоu/Lucernariaburgum/Lucernariaburgon, but some prefer 
separate spelling of the two words based on the available manuscripts of “De aedificiis”,. The 
latter opinion is considered to be the correct one in this paper. Therefore, the text should be 
interpreted as mentioning not a compound toponym, but a particular place name (Lucernaria) 
and a term with clear meaning for the contemporaries, which explains the functional and 
typological nature of the site from military and fortification point of view (burgus).  

The idea of P. Skok, backed by C. Beshevliev, explains the etymology of Lucernaria 
as deriving from the adjective lucernarius (from lucerna = lamp), and the meaning of the 
toponym is interpreted as “burgus, von dem aus man Lichtsignale zu geben pflegte” or “tower 
equipped with a lamp”. The proposed explanation enjoys wide popularity and is considered 
fully credible by most modern authors who have dealt with the problem in one way or 
another. This interpretation is argued against only by J. Kolendo, who puts forward serious 
arguments questioning the logical consistency of its motivation. According to him, the name 
actually is related to the Latin word lucerna, but much more plausible is that it originated 
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from lucernaria officina – a ceramic workshop for production of lamps, located somewhere in 
the vicinity of the fortification. Kolendo’s hypothesis for the origin of the name of burgus 
Lucernaria is not unfounded at all. Nevertheless, one could hardly expect the appearance of a 
certain unknown so far “ceramic production centre for lamps” on the Danube bank between 
the mouths of the rivers Vit and Osam, because of the absence of any archaeological 
indications and the total lack of natural conditions for such a production in that region. The 
existence of a modest workshop for lamps intended to satisfy the limited needs of surrounding 
residents is however very possible. The well-known example from the Late Roman and Early 
Byzantine fort near Kranevo points to the fact that such a workshop might well have been 
functioning even in the very burgus. Were it so, the extra-office daily activities of the 
limitanei who lived there might have been a good reason to give the burgus the name 
Lucernaria. Of course, no less plausible is the thesis of A. Philippide, who, referring to the 
widespread practice in all times to create toponyms, relates the origin of the name to the plant 
lucernaria (mullein; Verbascum L.), which should have been a very characteristic landscape 
marker in this particular case. 

The second part of the paper is focused on the existing localization hypotheses 
concerning both sites. They are decisively rejected, as being in obvious discrepancy with the 
ancient literary evidence, the geographic and archaeological realities. The thesis launched by 
H. Feters that the eastern border of the province of Dacia Ripensis, respectively – the border 
between the prefecture of Illyricum and the diocese of Thrace, followed the Vit River, has 
been disseminated  for decades in the scientific literature. That categorically contradicts the 
testimonies of the ancient authors (Priscus, Zosimus and Procopius), from which clearly 
comes out that the Osam River (at least its lower course) formed the demarcation line between 
those territories. Given this, and returning back to the text of Procopius, the possibility for 
localization of the fortifications Λαπιδαρίας/Lapidarias and Λουκερναρία/Lucernaria should 
be limited with great confidence to the section of the Danube bank between the mouths of the 
rivers Vit and Osam. Based on the archaeological realities, Λαπιδαρίας/Lapidarias is securely 
localized in the locality called “Karierata/Borunya” at the northeastern outskirts of Somovit, 
about 1 km to the northeast from the centre of the village – just there, where 
Λουκερναρία/Lucernaria has been traditionally but quite improperly placed until present. 

The fort was built probably in the Late Roman period near large stone quarries, for 
which there is reliable data that they had been intensively used already in the 2nd-3rd 
centuries AD. The precinct wall encloses an area with approximately pentagonal plan, of 
slightly more than 2000 square meters. According to the written evidence of Procopius, 
Λουκερναρία/Lucernaria was located somewhere on the high bank of the Danube to the east-
northeast of Λαπιδαρίας/Lapidarias and before the mouth of the Osam River. 

The detailed presentation and identification of the antiquities in the territory of 
Cherkovitsa in a previous work (see Torbatov 2016, 31-32, 38-46) restricts the possible 
location of the site even more in northeastern direction – not further than the northwestern 
outskirts of Cherkovitsa. The only archaeological site with settlement characteristics in that 
area is situated in the locality called “Manastirishte”, about 1 km to the northwest from the 
outskirts of Cherkovitsa. Now the ruins of this site are almost completely obliterated, but a 
series of satellite photos from 2009 and 2010 and one ortho-photo from 2012 provide an 
excellent opportunity not only to precisely fix its location, but even to determine its 
approximate plan and dimensions. The remains in the locality called “Manastirishte” are not 
only the sole archaeological site with settlement characteristics on the Danube riverbank 
between the Somovit stone quarries and the northwestern outskirts of Cherkovitsa, but also 
the only site from the Late Antiquity eastwards from Lapidarias down to the Osam River, 
which marked in those times the border between the prefecture of Illyricum and the diocese of 
Thrace. All that, combined with the topographic features of the site and the complete 
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conformity between the registered archaeological context and the written evidence, 
convincingly points to locating here the burgus named Lucernaria. 
 The last part of the research aims at determining the accurate route of the Roman 
Danube road between the rivers Vit and Osam. The generally accepted in the modern 
historiography thesis that west-southwestwards from Cherkovitsa the road was constructed on 
the narrow floodplain terrace at the foot of the rocks, which limit the high plateau from the 
river, is completely wrong. This is due to the misinterpretation of the field notes of K. 
Shkorpil from the beginning of the 20th c., as well as disregarding or lacking of knowledge 
about a number of older and newer sources of information directly related to this topic. Вased 
on the results of recent systematic ground surveys and the use of sources of information, some 
of which are non-traditional for an archaeological study, together with discarding the far 
going misinterpretation of the facts often featuring in many modern studies, it has been surely 
established that the Roman Danube road between Anasamus and Utus did not follow the 
course of the Danube, but was traced across the heights between the Osam and Vit Rivers. 

 
* * * 
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С. Торбатов. Четири колективни монетни находки от „Градището” край Рибен. – 
Нумизматика, сфрагистика и епиграфика, 13, 2017, 117-144 (ISSN 1312-5532). 

 
Four coin hoards from Gradis hteto site near Riben 

 
 The multilayered site of Gradishteto is located in the northwestern surroundings of 
Riben village (Dolna Mitropolia municipality, Pleven district). Since 2013, regular 
archaeological excavations are taking place there. The research in 2016 appeared to be 
especially beneficial providing significant additions and corrections with regard to the general 
chronology of the site, its stratigraphy and the inner periodization of the cultural layers 
registered on its territory as well as their function and cultural and historical interpretation. A 
thorough scientific processing has been accomplished of the multiple coin material from 
campaign 2016, found largely in a certain archaeological context. The results are of 
paramount importance for the satisfactory resolution concerning the problems of the 
chronological periodization. The subject of the work here presented are four hoards as part of 
the numismatic material. Three of them are dating from the Late Roman Age, and the fourth 
one – from the time of the Second Bulgarian Kingdom. The first three hoards terminate in 
emissions of Valentinian I, Valens and Gratianus. All the coins they contain have burned. The 
stratigraphic observations and the construction analysis of the registered architectural 
structures carried out in the course of campaign 2016 testify to the existence of two separate 
phases of habitation of the fortified settlement built there about the mid 4th c. AD. The 
composition and the condition of the hoards in question coming from different places within 
the fortified territory convincingly and accurately outline the time and circumstances leading 
to the end of the first phase. The archaeological realities and the numismatic data 
unambiguously show that the Late Antiquity settlement near Riben not jus suffered, but even 
ceased to exist for a certain time during the years of the Second Gothic war of Emperor 
Valens (376-378). T he f ourth h oard c ontains t wo a sprae o f Tsar Ivan A lexander w ith his 
son Michael Assen. The coins have been found beyond any adequate archaeological context 
and most probably represent a small share of a hoard its main part discovered in treasure 
hunters’ diggings within the site limits not too long ago. The concealment of the hoard – 
among ancient ruins on long since abandoned terrain but close to a road known for centuries 
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and probably still walked in those days, gives us grounds to associate it with the tragic 
circumstances about the end of the Second Bulgarian Kingdom. 
 

* * * 
 

ІІ-29 

С. Торбатов. Градището край Рибен. – В: Bulgarian e-Journal of Archaeology, 8.1, 2018, 
17-65 (ISSN 1314-50-88). 

 
The Gradishteto hill site near Riben 

 
The “Gradishteto” hill site is situated directly to the northwest of the last village yards 

of Riben, Pleven District. It occupies an eminence at the end of a rocky promontory naturally 
formed on the plateau that is rising above the right bank of the river Vit. The eminence is 
separated from the rest of the promontory by a clearly defined neck and saddle, and the latter 
has been artificially deepened in the past by digging a ditch into it. The slopes to the south and 
to the west are rocky and very steep. The eastern slope is more slanting but it is also difficult 
to access. The only normal approach to the site is from the north, from the plateau. The area 
suitable for human utilization covers only the ridge terrace and does not exceed 0,4 ha.  

Since the Ottoman period, the “Gradishteto” hill site has been used by the local popu-
lation as a convenient quarry for building material. This practice lasted until the 1950s. The 
site is mentioned for the first time in the scientific literature in the end of the 19th century. In 
the next decades, the village of Riben has been noted many times as a place of origin for 
interesting archaeological finds from the Roman period. For unknown reasons, most, if not all 
of them are a priori considered in modern studies as coming from the “Gradishteto”. The site 
itself has been often wrongly identified with the Roman road station Ad putea, the exact 
location of which – on the southeastern outskirts of Riben – was correctly established by V. 
Avramov as early as in 1914.  
 The systematic excavations of the “Gradishteto” hill site began in 2013. The first three 
archaeological campaigns proved intensive occupation from the end of the 3rd to the first 
decades of the 5th century AD. A number of stray finds give grounds to suggest the existence 
of a Roman temple on the hill in the 2nd or 3rd century AD. Apart from a few pottery sherds 
from the Early Iron Age, there are also many traces of habitation in the Middle Ages. The 
results of the survey conducted in 2016 do not merely quantify the empirical database but also 
necessitate a substantial rethinking of the perception of the site imposed by the existing 
scientific literature. They bring about numerous additions and corrections to the perceptions 
on its general chronology, the stratigraphy and the inner periodization of the registered 
cultural layers as well as the functional and cultural-historical interpretation of the registered 
context. Some inaccuracies and omissions in the description and graphical depiction of 
previously explored structures have also been identified. 

This paper aims at thorough presentation of the field findings during the archaeological 
campaign in 2016. The conclusions and generalizations drawn from this campaign will be 
beneficial for future investigators of the site and will help to overcome the uncritical 
circulation of unsubstantiated, and frankly erroneous, claims concerning the interpretation of 
the archaeological evidence in the “Gradishteto” near Riben. 
 The initial settlement was probably from the Early Chalcolithic and the occupation 
continued during the later phases of the Copper Age. The specific funerary rite of a later 
burial dug into the Chalcolithic layer indicates Early Bronze Age activities. In the last cen-
turies of the first millennium BC the hill was used to perform cult activities with different 
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intensity. Then, in the southern part of the “Gradishteto”, a rock sanctuary with developed 
infrastructure has emerged, which lasted until the end of the 1st century BC, if not even till 
the early decades of the next millennium. The status of this cult centre in the regional set-
tlement network during the Late Iron Age is not clear but the memory for the sacred character 
of the area has obviously lasted for centuries, which explains the emergence there of a 
monumental temple in the 2nd–3rd c. AD. The temple and the surrounding sanctuary complex 
were severely damaged around the middle of the 3rd century and were not restored. That is 
why the cult life at the site gradually died out by the end of the same century. Then, or at the 
very beginning of the 4th century, alongside the ruins of the temple a burgus was erected – a 
great watch tower which was designed to control and guard the traffic on the road from 
Oescus to Philippopolis. Around the middle of the 4th century, a well-built fortified 
settlement was established and rapidly developed around the burgus. It experienced a severe 
cataclysm in the years of the Second Gothic War of Emperor Valens (AD 376-378) and 
temporarily ceased to exist. However, soon after, with the influx of new, perhaps foederati 
population, life resumed and continued until the middle of the 5th century, when the village 
was burned down again and finally abandoned. For nearly five centuries the hill remained 
deserted but in the 10th century AD it was settled by new inhabitants – the Bulgarians. 
According to the available material, their settlement can be traced until the end of the 12th 
century, or slightly later. It is very likely that the village was ruined, and subsequently 
abandoned during the Tatar invasion in 1242, which caused huge damage to the settlement 
network in the areas between the Danube and the Balkan. In any case, it did not exist for long 
in the second half of the 14th century. Then, in the troubled years at the end of the Bulgarian 
Turnovo Kingdom, probably relying on the rushing ruins at the southern end of the hill as a 
good landmark, a silver coin hoard was deposited there that was never retrieved. It seems that 
the present village of Riben is not just a distant successor, but perhaps a direct or at least 
chronologically close successor of a centuries-old village tradition in this microregion. The 
fact that under the name of Ribene the village appears in an Ottoman land register in the 
Nikopol sanjak in the mid-15th century convincingly testifies that it existed since the time of 
the free Bulgarian Kingdom. 
 

* * * 
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С. Торбатов. Градищата край Садина (The hill-top fortifications near Sadina). – В: 
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(Разград, 5-6 октомври 2017 г.). Велико Търново, 2019, 380-426 (ISBN 978-619-00-1067-
8). 

 
THE HILL-TOP FORTIFICATIONS NEAR SADINA 

 
While reading the archaeological records, one comes upon brief notes about six hill-

top fortifications, irregularly spaced in the present village land of Sadina, Targovishte District. 
The available information about them is not only incomplete and inaccurate, but turned out to 
be largely misleading, and in some aspects – even totally wrong. This work aims at 
introducing into scientific use the new data on the topography, architecture and history of 
these sites, which has been acquired by systematic field research carried out in 2008 and 
2010-2011. An attempt is also made to determine their functional nature during the recorded 
periods of occupation as well as their place in the settlement network of those times. 
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Büyük Polyanovo kale is situated 4 km north-northeast of Sadina. It is located on a 
small peninsula, surrounded from the west and east by deep-cut, short side gullies. The main 
part of the peninsula is wedge-shaped and with considerable displacement from north to 
south. In previous publications, the fortress was designated as „antique”, „late antique and 
medieval” or only „late antique” but without any arguments for the proposed dating. The 
circuit wall surrounds an area of 6420 m2. Particularly impressive are its remains from the 
northern, easiest accessible side. The northern fortress wall consists of two rectilinear 
segments. Here, in front of the defense line is dug an impressive by its size ditch. To increase 
the defense, three towers were built along the wall, but it is impossible to determine their 
layout and dimensions. The tower at the northeast corner guarded the main entrance into the 
fortress, which was located just west of it. The southeast and southwestern fortress walls 
consist of a different number of straight sections, traced according to the peculiarities of the 
relief. Along their course, only one tower at the southern corner has been identified. Next to 
it, at the very south end of the southeastern fortress wall, there was a postern providing the 
most direct and quick access to the springs located at the foot of the hill. The protected area 
was densely built. The emergence of the site should generally be attributed to 4th century, 
perhaps no later than the middle of it. The hidden location and the remoteness from the 
natural communication lines in the area testify that its construction was not due to military 
motives but aimed at providing relative peace and security to its inhabitants, so its 
identification with a fortified settlement seems quite right. The presence of archaeological 
finds with comparatively late dating shows that the settlement apparently survived the first 
waves of the massive Avar-Slav invasions in the last quarter of the 6th century and continued 
to exist in the early decades of the next century. The few ceramic sherds from the 9th-10th 
centuries found in the ruins can hardly be accepted as evidence of permanent habitation of the 
terrain during the period of the First Bulgarian Kingdom – rather it testifies to search for 
temporary shelter among the probably still preserved to a considerable height late antique 
fortress walls, given the frequent Magyar and Pecheneg invasions at that time. 

Orles kale is located 4,5 km northwest of Sadina, on a peninsula formed on the 
western slope of the Orles plateau between two perpendicular gullies. This fortress is also 
arbitrarily designated as „ancient”, „late antique” or „late antique and medieval”. The circuit 
wall encloses an area of 6700 m2. It has irregular shape predetermined by the configuration of 
the terrain. The eastern fortress wall is curved and smoothly, without clearly defined corners, 
proceeds into the adjacent north and south longitudinal walls. The part of the peninsula on 
which the fortress is located is separated from the plateau by a ditch dug into the rocky soil 
between the northern and southern slopes. There is a well-defined berm between the ditch and 
the eastern fortress wall. The circuit wall was relatively low and nowhere along its course, 
even from the easiest accessible and most vulnerable eastern side, there are no field hangings 
for the existence of towers. The main gate appears to have been placed at the southeast corner. 
The terrain surrounded by the fortress walls is relatively flat, with a slight slope from the 
central longitudinal axis to the north and to the south, but with marked displacement from east 
to west. The protected area was densely built. In its central part, a piece of an imposing 
building with an exceptionally solid and precise construction has been unearthed. It is very 
likely to be identified with a Christian basilica. The construction of Orles kale should be seen 
in the context of the so-called self-defense initiative of the local population. According to the 
archaeological material, this must have happened by the end of the 5th century at the earliest. 
It is very instructive that in the valley just below the site a large unfortified settlement from 
the 3rd-5th centuries has been registered. Surprisingly, the time of its abandonment exactly 
corresponds to the emergence of the fortified settlement on the plateau. This can hardly be 
interpreted as a pure coincidence: it is obviously a proof of direct continuity, fully embedded 
in the established picture of the development of the settlement system in the Lower Danube 
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lands in the 5th century, when the civilian population who survived the devastating barbaric 
invasions was forced by the circumstances to give up the comfort for the sake of greater 
security. In the present case, the choice of a new, naturally protected and additionally fortified 
terrain provided not only a century more of living for the settlement, but the latter seems to 
have experienced a certain prosperity during the tranquil periods of the 6th century, judging 
by the architectural remains and some sherds of imported red-varnished pottery. 

The Presechenata mogila hill-top site is located about 4 km west-northwest of 
Sadina. It is situated on a low-pitched hill on the right bank of a small creek. The hill is 
separated from the surrounding plateau with narrow neck and saddle. The place was inhabited 
in three different historical periods – the Chalcolithic, Roman and Late Antiquity. During the 
Chalcolithic there a settlement mound came into being here. The nature of the use of the 
terrain on the prehistoric mound during the Roman period can not be definitely determined 
without archaeological excavations. Nevertheless, it is certain that a separate building (or a 
complex of buildings?) which belonged to the infrastructure of the nearby Roman settlement 
functioned here in that time. In all likelihood, it was a sanctuary, which must have been the 
local cult centre. Most remarkable are the remains from the Late Antiquity. Back to that time 
dates the circuit wall, which encompasses the elevation at different heights on its slopes. The 
wall is irregularly shaped and has a total length of 212 m, enclosing an area of a little more 
than 3000 m2. It consists of rectilinear segments of different length, except for the southern 
corner, which is curved in the shape of a proper arc. At the northern end of the eastern fortress 
wall there is a small solid tower, which can also be defined as counterpart. About 5 m 
northeast of the beginning of the arch curve at the southern corner, a U-shaped tower 
constructively connected to the fortress wall is partially unearthed. The protected area was 
densely built. The collected ceramic material includes fragments of vessels, typical of both the 
Late Roman and the Early Byzantine period. The emergence of the fortification should be 
related to as early as the first half of the 4th century. It is possible that some of the registered 
defense elements are later additions or reconstructions. The identification of the site as a 
fortified settlement is practically non-alternative for the Early Byzantine period, but its 
functional characteristic for the previous Late Roman period is unclear. The relatively small 
size and the very precise construction give reason to assume a military rather than civilian 
origin. 

Koca kale occupies the western end of the Koca kale bair hill and is situated 3,3 km 
south-southwest of Sadina. For this fortress one can find again the already well-known 
definitions „ancient”, „late antique” and „medieval”. At present, the site is heavily degraded 
as a result of systematic plundering of the building material in recent times. The circuit wall 
has an irregular outline, predetermined by the natural features. It is 312 m long and encloses 
an area of 6160 m2. Clearly visible remnants of the fortification system are visible only on the 
eastern, most accessible side. This wall is curved to the east, with a total length of about 93 m. 
There were corner in its north and south end. Two other towers have been recorded in the 
past, but now nothing has remained of them. There is reason to suggest the existence of one 
more tower on the eastern fortress wall, which must have divided its southern half, similar to 
the north, in two approximately equal in length segments. In front of the eastern defensive line 
there is a ditch, separated from the wall with a well-defined berm. There is no evidence about 
the nature and density of internal construction. The collected archaeological material shows 
that the end of the habitation of the site should be confidently related to the Avar-Slav 
invasions in the end of the 6th/beginning of the 7th century. However, the circumstances 
about its emergence remain unclear. The realized fortification plan and the applied 
construction technique testify generally to a late antique date, without the possibility of a 
narrower precision. From a functional point of view, the site could be identified with a 
fortified settlement. Particularly noteworthy are the few sherds of household ceramics dating 
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to the late Iron Age, which were found within the fortified area. The nature of the human 
presence here at that time is unclear, but given the natural protection of the terrain and the 
broad overview, it should not be excluded that the late-antique fortified settlement overlies the 
remains of an older Thracian fortress. 

In the land of Sadina are known two more places, whose names contain the ingredient 
„kale”, suggesting the existence there of ancient fortress remains. Both are in close proximity 
to Koca kale. To the north of it is Küçük kale. Despite the claim that it was an „antique” or 
„medieval” fortress, there are neither remains nor any indications about the existence here of 
fortification facilities. Furthermore, no archeological artifacts are known from this site so far, 
and there is no information about any similar finds in the past. In this situation, Küçük kale 
should surely be crossed out from the list of hill-top fortifications in the village land of 
Sadina.  

To the east of Koca kale a domed hill rises, separated from it by a long and relatively 
wide neck and a shallow saddle. It is called Ak Büyün Kale and is identified with an 
„ancient” or „medieval” fortress. Actually, there are remains of earth fortification facilities at 
this place, but they certainly date back to the time of the Russian-Turkish War of 1877-1878. 
Obviously, this site also can not be classified as a hill-top fortification of archaeological 
significance. 
 

* * * 
 

ІІ-31 

С. Торбатов. Посветителен надпис на Диана Regina от Южна Добруджа (A Dedication 
to Diana Regina from South Dobroudja). – Известия на Националния археологически 
институт (Сборник в памет на проф. Теофил Иванов) [30384 знака = 16,9 с.] (приета за 
печат). 

 
A Dedication to Diana Regina from South Dobroudja 

 
A few years ago I received a picture of a mostly interesting altar with a Latin 

inscription. It had been seen and photographed somewhere in the country land between the 
villages of Alexandria and Abrit, Krushari Municipality in South Dobroudja. No other 
information about the monument is available, neither is known its present location. 

The inscription is entirely preserved and reads: Dianae / Regin(а)e, / C(aius) Iul(ius) 
Lon/gus v(otum) s(olvit) l(ibens) a(nimo). On palaeographic grounds, it may safely be dated to 
the mid-2nd c. AD.  

The dedications to Diana Regina were not so popular in the Roman Empire. They are 
characteristic almost exclusively of the Lower Danube provinces, with a single exception 
from Britain. The newly published monument is the next one in that series, bringing the total 
to 21 sure and 4 possible pieces of different kind (mostly altars but also two statues, a marble 
slab and a pillar).  

The dedicator is a hereditory Romanized provincial, who maybe lived in Lower 
Moesia but whose origin was most probably from some other region of the Roman Empire. 
He might well be the son of the bearer of a military diploma issued in AD 112 (RMD V 344). 
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ІІІ. REVIEWS 

 
ІІІ-1 

S. Torbatov. D. Protase, N. Gudea, R. Ardevan. Din istoria militară a Daciei romane. 
Castrul roman de interior de la Gherla/Aus der Militärgeschichte des römischen Dakien. Das 
römische Binnenkastell von Gherla Bibliotheca historica et archaeologica Banatica, XLVI). 
Timişoara, 2008, 504 p. – Archaeologia Bulgarica, 2011, 2, 99-102 (ISSN 1310-9537). 

 Despite of its outer appearance and actual belonging to another editorial series, the 
reviewed book is, as a matter of fact, a new complement to the series of small monographs 
dedicated to particular Roman fortifications in the province of Dacia Porolissensis 
(“Monumente arheologice din Dacia Porolissensis”). The authors of the reviewed book set 
themselves the ambitious but difficult task to find, collect, analyze and generalize the entire 
available information about the Roman military camp and its adjacent civil settlement by 
Gherla, presenting a synthetic study on their historical development and revealing their place 
and role in the military organization, social-economic and spiritual life in the North of Roman 
Dacia. 
 Despite some minor defects, the reviewed book is a successful attempt to present a 
thorough systematization and modern interpretation of what is known about the Roman 
antiquities near Gherla. 
 

* * * 
 

ІІІ-2 

S. Torbatov. Henrieta TODOROVA (†) (Hrsg.). Durankulak, Band III. Die 
hellenistische Befunde. Verlag Marie Leidorf GmbH. Rahden/Westf., 2016, 272 Seiten, 
408 Abbildungen, 3 Karten, 52 Tafeln. – Archaeologia Bulgarica, 2017, 3, 97-104 
(ISSN 1310-9537). 

 The volume aims to present the discoveries and finds from the Hellenistic period from 
the territory of the multilayered archaeological complex Durankulak, which, according to the 
authors, should be considered in close connection and testify to the existence here between the 
end of the 4th and the beginning of 2nd century BC of a clearly demarcated territorium 
sacrum, dedicated to the goddess Cybele and including three clearly distinguishable 
components - a cave temple with specific ancillary infrastructure on the Big Island, a complex 
of ritual pits with its own organization on the bank of the lake and a necropolis, also situated 
on the bank. 
 Due to objective circumstances, and perhaps according to the editorial views, in its 
current form the structure of Durankulak III seems somewhat "non-standard" for a summary 
publication with a specific thematic focus and rather resembles collection of articles. 
 The review contains a number of serious remarks about the proposed architectural 
reconstruction of the Hellenistic cave temple and the interpretation of the rituals practiced in 
it, as well as about the other elements of the considered single and synchronous cult 
infrastructure (the pit field and the necropolis). 
 Although in many places the reader is visibly confronted with a certain chaos and 
incompleteness in the exposition, the volume will be of undeniable benefit to current and 
future researchers of the Hellenistic era, and I sincerely hope that my remarks will in some 
way also contribute to this. 

 


